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MUTUAL SECURITY ACT PASSED BY SENATE 


The Senate May 2 passed, by a 60-25 roll-call vote, 
and sent to conference, an amended version of HR 11510 
(S 3058), authorizing appropriations of $1,405,500,000 for 
certain non-military assistance portions of the Mutual 
Security Program for fiscal 1961. (Forvoting, see chart 

. 818) 
. The President had requested $1,454,900,000 and the 
House had voted $1,318,000,000 April 21. (Weekly Report 
p. 657) 

The bill left intact previous years’ authorizations 
which covered the President’s fiscal 1961 request of $2 
billion for military assistance, $700 million for the Devel- 
opment Loan Fund and $20.1 million for other items, 
adding up to a total request of $4,175,000,000 in appro- 
priations, to be considered in a later bill. (Weekly 
Report p. 252) 

The Senate April 27 began debate on S 3058 and 
incorporated its provisions in HR 11510 before final 
passage. (For initial voting, see Weekly Report p. 704) 

Among actions taken May 2, the Senate rejected, by 
a 45-39 roll call on a tabling motion, an amendment by 
Foreign Relations Committee Chairman J. W. Ful- 
bright (D Ark.) designed to soften an amendment adopted 
April 28 aimed at the barring of Israeli shipping from 
the Suez Canal by the United Arab Republic. Fulbright 
read a letter from Under Secretary of State C. Douglas 
Dillon saying the April 28 amendment might have 
‘‘harmful repercussions’’ on U, S, interests in the 
Middle East. 


PRESIDENT’S STATEMENT 


President Eisenhower did not comment on either the 
original Suez amendment or the Fulbright modification 
but he told his April 27 news conference that ‘‘we have 
done everything we could’’ to impress upon the UAR 
that free use of the canal should be granted, and that 
he had no plans for further action. (Weekly Report 
p. 737-38) 

For action taken in connection with the picketing of 
an Arab ship in New York, see p. 787, 

In a speech to two private organizations May 2 and in 
a message to Congress May 3 the President underlined the 
importance of the Mutual Security Program. (For texts, 
see p. 807, 809) He said he was pleased with the author- 
izations voted by the House and Senate. 

The only money cut by the Senate was a reduction 
from $175 million to $155 million in the President’s 
contingency fund, adopted by a standing vote. An amend- 
ment by Allen J, Ellender (D La.), restricting the Presi- 
dent’s use of the fund to unforeseen or only tentatively 
foreseen situations, was rejected by a 43-43 rollcall and 
a motion to reconsider the vote was tabled by a 45-44 
roll call with Vice President Richard M. Nixon voting to 
break a tie. 

From April 27 to May 2, 20 roll-call votes were taken 
on the Mutual Security Act. (For voting, see charts 
p. 816, 817, 818 and Weekly Report p. 745) 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, the funds 
authorized by HR 11510 were: 


Economic assistance 
Defense support $ 700,000,000 
Technical cooperation 206,500,000 





Special assistance 260,000,000 
Other programs 84,000,000 
President’s contingency fund 155,000,000 
TOTAL $1,405,500,000 


The bill also: 

Required that the Mutual Security Act and the Agri- 
cultural Trade Developrnent and Assistance Act of 1954 
(PL 83-480) be administered ‘‘to give effect’’ to the 
principles that the U.S, favors freedom of navigation in 
international waterways and that the purposes of the 
Mutual Security Act are ‘‘negated and the peace of the 
world is endangered’’ when countries receiving assistance 
wage economic warfare against other nations receiving 
assistance. Specific application of the principles was 
left to the determination of the President, who ‘“‘shall 
report on measures taken...to insure their application’’. 

Affirmed the willingness of the U.S. to participate 
in the Indus Basin Development program, and for this 
purpose (1) waived fiscal requirements of the Mutual 
Security Act and other acts to facilitate U.S, participation 
through the World Bank; (2) waived requirements of the 
Merchant Marine Act that at least 50 percent of foreign 
aid goods be shipped in American flag vessels. 

Required Congressional committees to file annual 
itemized public statements on dollar and counterpart 
funds spent on trips abroad by individual Members of 
Congress and committee staff members. 

Allowed use of U.S.-owned foreign currencies for 
health and education projects abroad without specific ap- 
propriation and for grants to teachers of foreign languages 
in American schools and colleges for summer training in 
countries where the language they teach is spoken. 

Permitted the President, subject to the approval of 
Congress, to use U.S,-owned foreign currencies to pay up 
to one-third the cost of an internationally financed pro- 
gram to preserve the cultural monuments of the Upper 
Nile, provided that he finds such participation would 
promote U.S. foreign policy and is satisfied that other 
nations or organizations will pay the remaining costs. 

Placed a $55 million annual ceiling on military 
assistance grant and credit aid to Latin America. 

Required the Administration, in its annual mutual 
security presentation to Congress, to present clear, 
detailed explanations of country-by-country force objec- 
tives for military assistance, along with cost projections 
for maintaining and modernizing these objectives. 

Reworded purposes of the Development Loan Fund to 
emphasize agricultural as well as industrial development 
and to encourage the making of loans tostimulate private 
investment and the development of ‘‘free economic institu- 
tions’’. 
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Urged Development Loan Fund participation in self- 
liquidating pilot housing projects in Latin America 
through (1) investment guarantees for U.S. private 
capital made available for such projects; and (2) provi- 
sion of capital for the establishment of Latin American 
savings and loan institutions. 

Directed the President to undertake a study of 
possibilities for coordinating federal agencies dealing in 
foreign economic activities and present his findings as 
part of the fiscal 1962 program. 

Facilitated barter arrangements, by permitting com- 
modities, equipment and materials transferred to the 
U.S, as payment for loans and assistance to be reused 
by the U.S. for assistance under terms of the Act. 

Authorized payment for overland transportation of 
relief supplies to landlocked countries, in addition to 
water transportation paid for under existing law. 

Limited Palestine refugee relief onthe basis of ration 
cards to refugees whose need and eligibility has been 
certified after July 1, 1960. 

Required the President in his fiscal 1962 mutual 
security proposals to make specific recommendations 
with respect to a program for the repatriation and re- 
settlement of refugees and for reduction of U.S. contribu- 
tions to the UN Palestine refugee relief program. 

Empowered ambassadors to pay U.S. and foreign 
personnel in local currencies when they decided this 
would prevent black market activities (would not apply to 
any portion of pay sent to the U.S. for deposit). 

Amended the United States Information and Educa- 
tional Exchange Act of 1948 to authorize matching grants 
to U.S. colleges and universities of up to $1 million a 
year in the aggregate and $100 per foreign student en- 
rolled, to provide foreign students with orientation, 
counseling and English-language training. 

Directed the President to arrange for a non-govern- 
mental study of the advisability of establishing a Point 
Four Youth Corps. 

Established a Center for Cultural and Technical 
Interchange in Hawaii and authorized appropriations for 
federal participation in the project. 

Authorized the Secretary of State to draw up plans 
for a western hemisphere cultural center in Puerto Rico 
for submission to Congress by Jan. 3, 1961. 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

(For earlier action on amendments, see Weekly 
Report p. 704.) 

May 2 -- Allen J, Ellender (D La.) as amended by 
Francis Case (R S.D.) -- Delete provision authorizing 
grants of surplus agricultural commodities to promote 
economic development in underdeveloped areas. Roll-call 
vote, 45-38. 

Ellender -- Ensure that any reimbursement of the 
Defense Department for excess military equipment used 
for military assistance to Latin America not exceed the 
usual value placed on such equipment. Voice. 

Russell B, Long (D La.) -- Reduce the President’s 
contingency fund authorization from $175 million to$155 
million. Roll call, 48-40. 


Ellender -- Delete authorization of six new super- 
grade jobs in the U.S. for administration of the program. 
Standing. 


Bourke B. Hickenlooper (R Iowa) -- Permit use of 
foreign currencies for health and education projects 
without specific appropriations. Voice. 

Frank J, Lausche (D Ohio) -- Require the President 
to satisfy himself that other nations or organizations will 


meet two-thirds of the project’s cost before U.S.-owned 
foreign currencies may be used to preserve cultural 
monuments in the Nile basin. Voice. 

Ernest Gruening (D Alaska) -- Require detailed 
explanations and cost projections of country-by-country 
military assistance force objectives. Voice. 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

(For earlier action on amendments, see Weekly 
Report p. 704) 

May 2 -- Gruening -- Require that non-military 
flood control, reclamation and similar projects meet the 
engineering and cost standards of U.S. projects. Roll call, 
40-45. 

Gruening -- Require separate Congressional author- 
izations for each public works project costing $1 million 
or more. Roll call, 32-52. 

Ellender -- Delete provision for reuse, as mutual 
security assistance, of commodities, equipment and 
materials transferred to the U.S, as payment for loans 
and assistance. Roll call, 28-57. 

Ellender -- Limit President’s use of the contingency 
fund to situations entirely unforeseen or not sufficiently 
foreseen to justify advance programming. Roll call, 
43-43. (Motion to reconsider tabled, 45-44, with Vice 
President casting tie-breaking vote.) 

Ellender -- Limit U.S, contribution to the United 
Nations Emergency Force in the Middle East to the 
regular scale under which the U.S. is assessed for the 
U.N. budget. Voice. 

Ellender -- Delete provision for increasing from 
$2,750,000 to $4,250,000 the ceiling on amounts available 
for providing living quarters and other facilities for 
personnel in foreign countries excluding Korea. Roll 
call, 38-49. 

Olin D, Johnston (D S.C.) -- Require that at least 35 
percent of mutual security commodities be purchased in 
the U.S. Standing. 

Lausche -- Delete provisions to stimulate develop- 
ment of self-liquidating pilot housing projects in Latin 
America through the Development Loan Fund. Roll call, 
26-60. 

Lausche -- Delete provision for preserving cultural 
monuments on the Upper Nile. Roll call, 40-44. 

Gruening -- Require submission to Congress within 
90 days after enactment of the Act of detailed country- 
by-country budget for expenditure of defense support, 
technical cooperation and special assistance funds. Koll 
call, 29-54. 

J.W, Fulbright (D Ark.) -- Excuse the President 
from applying freedom of navigation principles in situa- 
tions where nations receiving assistance are engaged in 
actions detrimental to United Nations efforts to maintain 
peace and security, and application of the principles 
would, in the judgment of the President, constitute 
partiality. Amendment tabled by roll call, 45-39. 

DEBATE ON THE SUEZ AMENDMENT -- April 29 
-- Fulbright -- The freedom cf navigation amendment 
would use the Mutual Security Act asa ‘‘club to force the 
United Arab Republic to open the Suez Canal to Israeli 
shipping’’; it was offered ‘‘because of the existence of 
a pressure group in the United States which seeks to 
inject the Arab-Israeli dispute into domestic politics’’. 

May 2 -- Kenneth B, Keating (R N.Y.) -- Pressure 
groups have accomplished ‘‘effective and worthwhile 
actions’”’ throughout U.S. history. ‘‘I yield to no man in 
my admiration for the State of Israel’’ andin ‘‘my dedica- 
tion tothe preservation of principles of international law.”’ 
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Francis Case (R S.D.) -- The Senate has voted to 
convert the Mutual Security Act into a ‘‘weaponof unilat- 
eral economic sanctions as a substitute for concerted 
international action by the United Nations.... I think it is 
unfortunate today’’ to demonstrate to the world ‘‘such a 
theory of dollar diplomacy....’’ 

Wayne Morse (D Ore.) -- ‘‘I think the time has come 
for us to make perfectly clear to the Arab countries that 
we are not going to be blackmailed by them any longer....’’ 


CAPTIVE NATIONS 


The House May 2, by a 277-0 roll-call vote, adopted 
and sent to the Senate a resolution (H Con Res 633) ex- 
pressing its hope that President Eisenhower would 
“‘pursue energetically’’ at the forthcoming summit con- 
ference ‘‘restoration of the fundamental freedoms and 
basic human rights of the people of the captive nations’’ of 
Eastern and Central Europe. The resolution said estab- 
lishment of ‘“‘just and lasting peace is inconceivable 
without the restoration of freedom, independence, and 
national sovereignty’’. (For voting, see chart p. 820) 

H Con Res 633 was introduced by Rep. Clement J. 
Zablocki (D Wis.). Similar legislation was sponsored by 
nearly 50 other Representatives. 

BACKGROUND -- The House Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee May 2 reported H Con Res 633 (H Rept 1562). 
The report said the resolution was approved by the State 
Department after a suggested change in language to re- 
place “‘urging’’ the President with an ‘‘expression of 
hope’’. The Department held that ‘‘urging’’ would ‘‘tend 
to circumscribe’’ the President’s freedom of action. Mr. 
Eisenhower in 1959 designated a ‘‘Captive Nations Week’”’ 
which Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev said was a 
‘*rude’’ interference in ‘‘internal affairs’’. (1959 Almanac 
p. 73) 


HELIUM CONSERVATION 


The House May 2 passed by voice vote and sent to 
the Senate an amended bill (HR 10548) to provide a long- 
range program for the production, distribution and stor- 
age of helium to meet essential Government require- 
ments, which currently claim 90 percent of the total 
consumed. The Helium Act of 1960 would enable either 
private industry or the Government to build and operate 
12 new helium-extraction plants costing $225 million 
over a 20-year period. Its provisions were in the form 
of technical amendments to the Helium Act of 1937. 

BACKGROUND -- The House Interior and Insular 
Affairs Committee April 26 reported HR 10548 (H Rept 
1552) with amendments. (Weekly Report p. 744) 

Helium, a limited natural resource needed inincreas- 
ing amounts by atomic and missile programs, comes from 
a few natural gasfields in Texas, Oklahoma and Kansas. 
The report said helium-bearing gas was being consumed 
as fuel without regard for the waste of helium, which 
does not burn. The proposed 12 plants would extract the 
helium before the natural gas is pipelined to fuel markets. 
The helium would be stored underground at the Cliffside 
gasfield near Amarillo, Texas. 

The report said HR 10548 would enable private in- 
dustry to participate in the financing, construction and 
operation of ‘‘plants to produce helium for purchase and 
conservation by the Government. If, however, private 
industry should not indicate a willingness and capability 
to perform in a reasonable time,’’ the Government would 
develop the program. 


Floor Action - 3 


Repayments under contracts for the production of 
helium during the succeeding 25 years would amount to 
$500 million, ‘‘fully assuring return of the borrowings 
and interest thereon,’’ the report said. 

DEBATE -- May 2 -- Walter Rogers (D Texas) -- 
“Unless remedial action is taken without delay’’, the 
Nation’s entire helium supply will be exhausted within 
25 years. 


SPACE FUNDS AUTHORIZATION 


The Senate May 3, by a 78-0 roll-call vote, passed 
an amended bill (HR 10809) authorizing fiscal 1961 appro- 
priations of $970 million for the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration. Committee amendments, 
agreed to en bloc by voice vote, added $50 million to the 
amount approved by the Heuse and deleted a House pro- 
vision authorizing an additional 30 supergrade jobs for 
NASA. (For voting, see chart p. 819) 

Prior to passage, Sen. John Sherman Cooper (R Ky.) 
offered, then withdrew, an amendment to restore the 
House supergrade provision, following assurances that 
the provision would be considered in conjunction with 
amendments to the National Aeronautics and Space Act. 
(See p. 802) 

BACKGROUND -- The President’s revised budget 
request for $915 million for NASA was approved March 9 
by the House. (Weekly Report p. 400. As passed by the 
House, HR 10809 aiso authorized additional appropriation 
of $5 million for construction and equipment if necessary 
because of program changes or new developments.) 

HR 10809 was reported April 29 by the Senate Aero- 
nautical and Space Sciences Committee (S Rept 1300). 
In addition to approving the total Administration request 
plus the $5 million added by the House, the Committee 
tacked on a separate emergency authorization of $50 
million for research and development ‘‘to assure that 
neither the space program nor the safety of personnel is 
jeopardized by lack of funds.’’ 

The House April 20 approved a fiscal 1961 appro- 
priation of $876,015,000 for NASA. The funds were 
included in the independent offices money bill (HR 11776). 
(Weekly Report p. 659) 

PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, HR 10809: 

Authorized total 1961 NASA appropriations of $970 
million, including $915 million for -- 

Salaries and expenses, $170,760,000. 
Research and development, $621,453,000. 
Construction and equipment, $122,787,000. 

Provided that an extra $50 million for research and 
development might be used ‘‘to exploit technological or 
scientific breakthroughs”’ and for other purposes, and an 
extra $5 million used for unforeseen construction and 
equipment needs. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- May 3 -- Rep. 
William E. Miller (R N.Y.), chairman of the Republican 
Congressional Committee, said U.S, achievements in 
space ‘‘have wiped out another campaign issue for this 
fall’’, In a speech in Yakima, Wash., Miller said ‘‘it is 
obvious the Democrats are no longer looking tothe skies 
for campaign issues, because they see too many Repub- 
lican satellites up there.”’ 

May 4 -- The Democratic Advisory Council’s Com- 
mittee on Science and Technology criticized the Admin- 
istration’s space efforts as ‘‘faltering and uncertain’’ and 
said: ‘‘We must seize the initiative (from Russia) by 
imaginatively defining, soundly organizing and adequately 
financing America’s future in space.”’ 
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AREA REDEVELOPMENT 


The Senate May 6, by a 45-32 vote, sent to the 
President the House version of a bill (S 722) authorizing 
federal grants and loans totaling $251 million for the 
relief of chronically depressed industrial and rural labor- 
surplus areas. (The House had passed it May 4, bya 
202-184 roll call. (See p. 824) 

Passage of the bill represented a victory for the 
Democratic ‘‘liberal’’ bloc, which overcame lengthy de- 
laying tactics by some Republicans and Southern Demo- 
crats. The Administration plan for a $53-million package 
of federal loans for industrial areas only was defeated. 

Only a day earlier, the President had senta message 
to Congress in which he reiterated his insistence on a 
limited area redevelopment bill. Referring indirectly to 
S 722, the President said he could not accept ‘‘the vari- 
ous schemes that would perpetuate insecurity by making 
distressed areas dependent upon the uncertainties of con- 
tinued federal subsidies, or that would pour federal dollars 
into areas where distress has been temporary and which 
are competent to meet their problems themselves’’. (For 
text, see p. 807) 

The House version of S 722 represented a cut-back 
from the bill passed by the Senatein1959, That measure 
authorized $389.5 million for distressed areas. The 
President in 1958 vetoed a bill (S 3683) calling for a 
$379.5 million depressed-areas program. 

The failure of the Democratic leaders to extract 
S 722 from the House Rules Committee, where it had 
lodged for almost a year, forced them to resort to a rarely 
used procedure known as Calendar Wednesday. Under 
this procedure the chairman of a standing committee of 
the House may call up legislation on which the Committee 
desires action. (See box) 

As soon as the House met May 4 to consider S 722, 
Rep. James C, Davis (D Ga.) asked for a quorum call. 
After a call of Members’ names was completed, Demo- 
cratic Leader John W. McCormack (Mass.) made a motion 
to dispense with further proceedings, i.e., the locating of 
all Members who did not answer to the quorum call. 
Davis moved to table, or kill, the McCormack motion and 
demanded a roll-call vote on the tabling motion. Thus 
began a series of eight time-consuming record votes 
which tied up the House for more than five hours before 
actual consideration of S 722 began. The reading of the 
Journal of the previous day’s proceedings, a formality 
which usually is omitted by unanimous consent, was forced 
by Davis and interrupted by quorum calls and roll-call 
votes. 

After the Journal was approved by the House, Speaker 
Sam Rayburn (D Texas) ordered the call of the com- 
mittees under the Calendar Wednesday procedure. An- 
swering for the Banking and Currency Committee, Chair- 
man Brent Spence (D Ky.) called up for consideration 
S 722. 

At this point Republican Leader Charles A. Halleck 
(Ind.) ordered a test vote on S 722 by demanding a roll 
call on whether or not the House would begin actual con- 
sideration of the bill. The House voted 221-171 to take 
it up. 

After two hours of general debate, Rep. Spence of- 
fered an amendment to substitute the Committee-approved 
$251-million measure for the Senate’s $389.5-million 
version of S 722. A 30-minute reading of the 32-page 
substitute was forced by James A, Haley (D Fla.) and then 
William B. Widnall (R N.J.) offered the Administration 





Calendar Wednesday ~ 


Supporters of the Area Redevelopment Act 
(S 722) relied on the unusual Calendar Wednesday 
procedure to get their bill to the House floor after 
the Rules Committee had refused to clear it. 

Under the Calendar Wednesday rule, the names | 
of standing committees are called out alphabetically 
by the Clerk. The chairman ofa committee desiring 
immediate action on a bill may call up the bill when 
his committee’s name is reached. Action on such a 
bill must be completed by the end of the legislative 
day, under a two-hour limit for general debate. 
The last previous use of the Calendar Wednesday 
procedure was on Feb. 15, 1950 after the Rules 
Committee had refused a rule to the Fair Employ- 
ment Practices Commission Act. (1950 Almanac 
p. 375) 








proposal for a $50-million revoiving loan fund for indus- 
trial plants and $3 million in grants for technical assist- 
ance. It was rejected by a 77-152 standing vote, although 
Halleck raised the threat of a veto if the Committee bill 
were passed. 

Before passage of the Committee version, Gordon 
L. McDonough (R Calif.) made a motion to recommit 
S 722 which was rejected by a 162-223 roll-call vote. 
(For voting on all record votes, see charts p. 820-24) 

The only substantial amendment adopted on the bill 
tightened the so-called anti-pirating provisions designed 
to prevent migration of industry from the East to other 
areas of the country. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate March 23, 1959 passed 
its version of S 722 by a 49-46 roll-call vote. The House 
Banking and Currency Committee cut the measure down 
to $251 million and reported it to the House by a 13-6 
vote May 14 (H Rept 360), Despite protests from the 
bill’s supporters, the bill was pigeonholed in the Rules 
Committee. (1959 Almanac p, 221) 

On April 21, 1960 the Rules Committee, by a 6-6 
vote, refused to clear S 722 for floor debate. (Weekly 
Report p. 697) Majority Leader McCormack notified 
the House April 28 that S 722 would be brought up under 
the Calendar Wednesday procedure. 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the House, S 722: 

Established within the Executive Branch an Area 
Redevelopment Administration to be assisted by a 
cabinet-level Area Redevelopment Advisory Board and 
a citizens’ National Public Advisory Committee. 

Directed the Area Redevelopment Administrator to 
designate as industrial redevelopment areas those areas 
where unemployment is 6 percent or more at the time 
application is made for assistance and where joblessness 
has idled at least 12 percent of the labor force during 
the preceding 12 months, 9 percent during 15 of the pre- 
ceding 18 months or 6 percent during 18 of the preceding 
24 months. 

Directed the Administrator to designate as rural re- 
development areas those rural areas in which reside the 
highest numbers and percentages of low-income farm 
families and where there is substantiai and persistent un- 
employment or underemployment; included would be any 
county which is among the 500 counties ranked lowest in 
level of living of farm families or as having the highest 
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percentage of commercial farms producing less than 
$2,500 worth of products annually. 

Authorized the Administrator to borrow $150 million 
from the Treasury to set up two revolving loan funds of 
$75 million each, one for industrial redevelopment and 
the other for rural redevelopment. 

Specified that federal participation in a project must 
not exceed 65 percent; that loans made to approved appli- 
cants to carry out such projects must provide more than 
temporary relief from unemployment or underemploy- 
ment; that they must be repaid within 30 years and bear 
an interest rate .5 percent above the Treasury rate. 

Authorized the Administrator to borrow from the 
Treasury an additional $50 million from which loans would 
be made, under similar conditions, for the construction 
and improvement of public facilities within industrial or 
rural redevelopment areas. 

Authorized appropriations for grants of $35 million 
for public facilities in redevelopment areas which could 
not afford federal loans. 

Authorized annual appropriations of $4.5 million for 
technical assistance to redevelopment areas. 

Authorized annual appropriations of $1.5 million to 
enable the Secretary of Labor to set up vocational train- 
ing programs for unemployed workers in redevelopment 
areas, with an additional $10 million authorized for sub- 
sistence payments to workers being trained for new jobs. 

Stipulated that workers on redevelopment projects 
be covered by federal wage and hour laws. 

Amended the Housing Act of 1949 to make urban re- 
newal funds available for commercial or industrial re- 
development. 


AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

May 4 -- Seymour Halpern (R N.Y.) -- Specify that 
federal funds would not be used to help an industry relo- 
cate from one area to another whenanincrease in unem- 
ployment would result in the first area. Voice vote. 

Daniel J. Flood (D Pa.) -- Require that anarea desig- 
nated as an industrial redevelopment area have at least 
6 percent of its labor force unemployed at the time appli- 
cation for assistance is made. Voice. 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

May 4 -- John P. Saylor (R Pa.) -- Increase appro- 
priations for area assistance loans under the Widnall 
amendment (below) from $50 million to $150 million. 
Voice. 

Silvio O, Conte (R Mass.) -- Delete the authorization 
of $35 million for public facilities grantsinS 722. Stand- 
ing, 67-135. 

James E, Van Zandt (R Pa.) -- Substitute for S 722 
the text of HR 4878, authorizing grants and loans totaling 
$158 million for depressed areas. Voice. 

Conte -- Substitute the text of HR 4259, authorizing 
redevelopment loans totaling $200 million. Voice. 

William B. Widnall (R N.J.) -- Substitute for the 
Committee bill the text of HR 4278, the Administration 
bill, authorizing plant loans of $50 million and grants of 
$3 million for area redevelopment. Standing, 77-152. 

DEBATE -- May 4 -- Perkins Bass (R N.H.) -- 
Objected to S 722 because (1) it failed ‘‘to identify the 
really hard-core depressed areas the bill is supposed to 
help’’ and (2) it authorized the use of federal funds ‘‘to 
entice industry away from one area into another’’ 

Flood -- ‘‘This is nota handout bill. It is not a give- 
away bill. Its philosophy and purpose are to bring about 
increased productivity, provide needed jobs for millions 
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in chronically depressed areas, rebuild health economies 
in many regions of the country and revive hope and decent 
prospects for careers at home for the young people of 
those affected areas.’’ 

Gordon L, McDonough (R Calif.) -- Under S 722 the 
Government ‘“‘would be assisting unsuccessful competi- 
tors without curing the defects which prevented the bor- 
rower from launching his project in the private economy, 
The borrower is thus unjustly assisted inhis competition 
with others who are not backed by the Government.”’ 

Wright Patman (D Texas) -- The billis ‘‘an effort to 
help our own people...in a way that other countries are 
getting help now from our agencies.’’ 


DEFENSE APPROPRIATION 


The House May 5, by a roll-call vote of 377-3, 
passed and sent to the Senate a bill (HR 11998) appro- 
priating $39,337,867,000 to the Department of Defense 
for fiscal 1961. This total, unchanged from the amount 
recommended by the House Appropriations Committee, 
was $121,967,000 more than the Administration revised 
request. (For voting, see chart p. 824) 

As in 1959, the House agreed to the Committee’s 
decision to delete $293 million requested by the Navy for 
a conventionally powered carrier. Other major changes 
in budget requests included a substantial cut in BOMARC 
funds offset by an increase in fighter strength, an addi- 
tional $250 million for airlift, and other increases for 
Polaris submarines, anti-submarine warfare, and an air- 
borne alert. (For details of the Committee’s changes, 
see below) 

Debate on the bill, which began May 3, centered on the 
elimination of funds for the BOMARC missiie and a new 
carrier, No amendments were offered, however, to re- 
store these funds to the bill. 

PROVISIONS -- As passed by the House and sent to 
the Senate, HR 11998 appropriated funds as follows: 
$11,818,760,000 

10,353,092,000 
12,948 ,627,000 


Military Personnel 

Operation and Maintenance 

Procurement 

Research, Development, Test 
and Evaluation 


TOTAL 


4,217,388,000 
$39,337,867 ,000 





The breakdown by service was as follows: 





Army $ 9,403,440,000 
Navy 11,900,675,000 
Air Force 16,843,752,000 
Office, Secretary of Defense 1,190,000,000 

TOTAL $39,337 ,867,000 


The bill also: 

Placed a ceiling of $660 million on travel expenses 
of civilian and military personnel. 

Stipulated that $80 million of Military Air Transport 
Service funds be used ‘‘only for procurement of com- 
mercial air transportation service’’. 

Limited the number of officers entitled to flight 
pay to 97,546, exclusive of reserve officers. 

Authorized the Secretary of Defense totransfer $150 
million between appropriations. 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

May 5 -- Joel T. Broyhill (R Va.) -- Strike provisions 
setting dollar ceilings on funds available for departmental] 
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administration, and raise from $18 million to $20 million 
the amount provided for expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense (offered en bloc). Voice. 

Harris B. McDowell Jr. (D Del.) -- Baruse of funds 
for projects Jeading toinventions and discoveries to which 
the U.S, does not gain title. Standing, 37-104. 

Alfred E, Santangelo (D N.Y.) -- Bar paymentor re- 
imbursement to defense contractors who hire retired 
officers as salesmen within two years of their retirement. 
Standing, 53-89. 

John F, Baldwin (R Calif.) -- Delete provision re- 
quiring the Military Air Transport Service to spend $80 
million for commercial carriers. Voice. 

James G, O’Hara (D Mich.) -- Bar use of funds for 
contracts awarded to other than low bidders solely on 
basis that work would be performed in privately owned 
facilities. Voice. 


COMMITTEE ACTION 


As reported (H Rept 1561) April 29 by the House 
Appropriations Committee, HR 11998 carried total appro- 
priations of $39,337,867,000, plus authority to transfer 
$365.5 million from various revolving funds. The sum 
approved was $2,867,000 more than requested in the ori- 
ginal budget estimates (exclusive of military construction 
and military assistance funds, which are appropriated 
separately), but $121,967,000 more than the revised esti- 
mates (Weekly Report p. 609) In reachingits figures, the 
Committee made additions of more than $1.5 billion and 
reductions of about $1.4 billion in the estimates ‘‘in the 
expectation of better defense for the dollars expended.”’ 

The Committee’s revisions apart, its report gave 
strong support to the Administration’s basic defense 
policy. The report said the concept of a mixed attack 
force ‘‘will continue to be basic to our defense effort’’. 
The Committee accepted, implicitly, the Administration’s 
contention that, although there is a ‘‘missile gap’’, there 
is no “‘deterrent gap’’. 

Following are the major amounts added by the Com- 
mittee to the Administration’s requests: 

@ Polaris Submarines -- The Defense Department had 
asked full funding for three more Polaris subs (to be 
added to nine already completed or under construction) 
and partial funding for nine additional subs. The Com- 
mittee approved the 21-vessel program, but recommended 
full funding for five subs and partial funding for seven, 
adding $241 million for that purpose. 

@ Anti-Submarine Warfare -- Instead of dropping two 
attack submarines, as proposed by the Defense Depart- 
ment to offset increases for Polaris, the Committee 
recommended funds for three such subs and two de- 
stroyer escorts, as well as $100 million for ASW re- 
search and development, for a total increase of $321 
million. 

@ Air Defense -- As replacement for the BOMARC-B 
anti-aircraft missile, the Committee recommended add- 
ing $215 million for two more squadrons of F-106 fighters. 

@ Airborne Alert -- To the $85 million requested, the 
Committee added $115 million for procurement needed to 
sustain an airborne alert by the Strategic Air Command 
‘if and when necessary’”’. 

@ Airlift -- In addition to approving requests for $50 
million for development of a new cargo plane and $70 
million for purchase of C-130B aircraft, the Committee 
added $250 million to buy another 50 C-130s and a cargo 
version of the KC-135 jet tanker. 

@ Army Modernization -- $207.6 million. 


@ Army Guard, Reserves -- $105.4 millionto maintain 
the Army National Guard at 400,000 and the Reserves at 
300,000. The Administration had proposed a 10 percent 
reduction in both forces. 

Offsetting the bulk of these increases were the follow- 
ing major reductions in the estimates: 

@ Aircraft carrier -- The Committee deleted the $293 
million requested for an additional attack carrier. 

@ BOMARC Missile -- To a $381 million reduction in 
BOMARC funds proposed by the Defense Department in its 
revised estimates, the Committee added a further reduc- 
tion of $294 million in 1961 and earlier funds, calling the 
missile ‘‘a very questionable weapon system”’. 

@ Procurement -- The Committee recommended a cut 
of 3 percent in each procurement appropriation, adding 
up to $400.5 million, ‘‘in an effort to compel prompt 
remedial action’’ against waste. 

® Miscellaneous -- Cuts of over $50 millioneach were 
made in travel, operation and communications. 


POWELL ELECTION CHARGES 


The Senate May 4, bya 56-16 roll-call vote, referred 
to the Committee on Rules and Administration a resolu- 
tion (S Res 285) offered March 8 bySen. John J, Williams 
(R Del.) to authorize an investigation of charges of politi- 
cal deals involving Rep. Adam C, Powell (D N.Y.). (For 
voting, see chart p. 819) 

Powell’s name was not mentioned inthe resolution or 
during debate, but Williams read into the Congressional 
Record columns by Drew Pearson detailing alleged deals 
Powell made with Republicans and Democrats inthe 1956 
and 1958 elections. (Weekly Report p. 401, 462) 

A trial of Powell on charges of income tax evasion 
ended April 22 in a hung jury. (Weekly Report p. 720) 

Although Sen. Williams sought immediate action on 
his resolution, Majority Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (D 
Texas) offered the motion to send it to the Rules Com- 
mittee, for anticipated quiet burial. Johnson said he could 
“*see no reason why the Senate should be snooping around 
trying to judge the qualifications of Members c‘ the 
House’’. Williams said that was not the issue, that 
charges of improper activities in a national election were 
‘“clearly...under the jurisdiction of either the House or 
the Senate’’. 


COMMERCE APPROPRIATIONS 


Congress May 4 sent tothe President the Departinent 
of Commerce and Related Agencies Appropriations Bill 
for fiscal 1961 (HR 10234), appropriating $729,624,375. 
(Weekly Report p. 560. Full details will appear in the 
next Weekly Report.) 

The Senate May 4 rejected, bya 38-46 roll-cail vote, 
a motion by John J, Williams (R Del.) to stand firm on his 
amendment, adopted previously by the Senate, prchibiting 
free or reduced-rate travel on American-flag snips for 
officials and employees of the Government. (For voting, 
see chart p. 819) The Williams amendment was adopted 
by the Senate by voice vote March 29 but House conferees 
Prince H. Preston (D Ga.), Albert Thomas (D Texas), 
Clarence Cannon (D Mo.), Frank T. Bow (R Ohio) and 
John Taber (R N.Y.) refused to acceptit. After re? :cting 


Williams’ motion the Senate agreed by voice voté re- 
cede from the amendment. 
The House, in adopting the conference report April 


28, insisted, by voice vote, on disagreement with the 
Williams amendment. It wasthe third timein three years 
that the House refused toaccept it. (1959 Almanac p. 28) 
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ADMINISTRATION PROGRAM 


President Eisenhower April 29-May 3, in several 
speeches and public statements, urged Congress and the 
Nation to back his 1960 legislative program. Details: 

April 29 -- After a White House breakfast with 16 
GOP Senators, the President was heard to remark to 
Senate Minority Leader Everett McKinley Dirksen (R II11.), 
‘“‘Remember, one-third and one, that’s the watchword. 
That’s what I need.”’ The remark was interpreted as 
meaning the President needed enough votes in either the 
House or the Senate to sustain possible future vetoes of 
Democratic bills. 

May 2 -- Speaking to the annual meeting of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the U.S., the President said 
Congress should hold the line against irresponsible fed- 
eral spending, which could debase the dollar, upon which 
*‘much of world stability and world peace hangs’’. 

Later that day, the President, at a dinner sponsored 
jointly by the Committee for International Economic 
Growth and the Committee to Strengthen the Frontiers of 
Freedom, said Congress should not cut his $4,175,000,000 
mutual security request for fiscal 1961, since cuts would 
jeopardize an important part of the U.S, defense system 
-- the part represented by foreign allies -- endanger the 
worldwide U.S, alliance system and weaken efforts to re- 
sist Communist expansion. (For mutual security bill 
passage see p. 781; for text of speech see p. 809) 

Also May 2 the President, in a semiannual report to 
Congress (H Doc 373) on the operations of the Mutual 
Security Program for the period July 1-Dec. 31, 1959, 
said that unless the West helped underdeveloped nations, 
‘‘whoie continents’’ would fall to Communism. The docu- 
ment also revealed the President had ordered the Inter- 
national Cooperation Administration to undertake an 18- 
month study on ways to improve the Point 4 program. 

May 3 -- The President sent a special message to 
Congress asking action onhis legislative requests involv - 
ing: mutual security funds, farm problems, extension and 
amendment of the Sugar Act, creation of new federal 
judgeships, removal of the statutory 4% percent interest 
rate ceiling on long-term Treasury bonds, Highway Trust 
Fund revenues, liberalization of immigration laws, more 
Presidential office space, extension of Presidential 
powers to reorganize the Executive Branch, school con- 
struction aid, area redevelopment, health aid for the aged, 
extension of the Fair Labor Standards Acttomore work- 
ers and raising of the federal minimum wage, various 
conservation measures (Fryingpan-Arkansas, San Luis, 
shorelines, Arctic Wildlife Range) and raising of postal 
rates. (For text see p. 807) 





House Members Sworn In 


Republican Reps. Herman T. Schneebeli and 
Douglas H, Elliott of Pennsylvania’s 17th and 18th 
Congressional District May 5 were sworninas Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, bringing House 
membership to 280 Democrats, 153 Republicans and 4 
vacancies. (Weekly Report p. 717) 
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SUPREME COURT RULING 


The Supreme Court May 2, in the Maryland and 
Virginia Milk Producers case, held unanimously that 
farm cooperatives were liable to prosecution under 
several provisions of the Sherman and Clayton Anti- 
trust Acts. 

The Court held that the Government had the right 
to prosecute the milk producers’ cooperative under 
Section 2 of the Sherman Act, which bars monopolization 
and attempts to monopolize; a Government charge that 
the group had violated this section since 1930 had been 
dismissed by a lower court. The Court also upheld a 
lower court ruling finding the group guilty of violating 
Section 7 of the Clayton Act, which bars mergers that 
tend to create monopolies or substantially lessen com- 
petition. The charge involved the group’s acquisition of 
Embassy Dairy in 1954. Finally, the Court upheld a 
lower court finding that acquisition of Embassy also 
constituted a violation of Section 3 of the Sherman Act, 
barring contracts and conspiracies in restraint of trade. 


SHIP PICKETING 


A federal court of appeals May 4 refused to issue 
an injunction to halt the picketing of the United Arab 
Republic ship Cleopatra in New York Harbor. The 
decision upheld an April 23 ruling of a federal district 
court. 

AFL-CIO President George Meany the same day, 
after meeting with State and Labor Department officials, 
declined to call off the pickets, who were protesting U.A.R. 
blacklisting of U.S. vessels which put in at Israeli ports. 
The picketing was begun April 13 by members of the 
Seafarers International Union (AFL-GIO),. Members of 
the International Longshoremen’s Assn. (AFL-CIO) have 
refused to cross the picket line. 

The Confederation of Arab Trade Unions reialiated 
April 30 by ordering a general boycott of the repair or 
unloading of American ships -putting in at the Egyptian 
ports of Alexandria, Said and Suez. There already was 
a similar boycott in Syria. The State Department May 3 
announced American shipping lines had diverted 10 
vessels to non-Arab ports, including those carrying 
cargoes of surplus grain to the U.A.R. (For related 
developments involving the Mutual Security Program and 
the International Development Assn., see p. 781, 802) 


PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATIONS 


The President sent the following nominaticns to the 
Senate for confirmation: 


Thomas J. Donegan of New York, an Independent, as 
a member of the Federal Power Commission; May 2. 

Paul A. Sweeney of Maryland, a Republican, as a 
member of the Federal Power Commission; May 2. 

Vice Admiral Ralph E, Wilson of Maryland as a 
member of the Federal Maritime Board; May 2. 


For Capitol Brie/s, see p. 815) 
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FLORIDA PRIMARY RESULTS 


State senator Doyle E, Carlton Jr., 37, of Wauchula 
and former state house speaker C, Farris Bryant, 45, of 
Ocala led a 10-man field in Florida’s May 3 Democratic 
gubernatorial primary and will face eachotherina runoff 
May 24, Florida’s Presidential primary will be May 24. 

The St. Petersburg Times May 1 said the two were 
the top spenders in the campaign and said the major dif- 
ference between them were their stands onthe racial sit- 
down protests. The paper called Bryant a ‘militant 
segregationist’’ and said Carlton gave qualified support 
to Gov. Leroy Collins’ (D) moderate racial policy and 
in the legislature backed Collins on racial matters. Other 
press reports called Carlton Collins’ heir. Carlton, 
along with Bryant, April 24 went on record as opposed 
to the sitdowns and said he would give merchants the full 
protection of the law. (Weekly Report p. 566) 

In the Republican gubernatorial primary George 
Peterson of Fort Lauderdale defeated Emerson Rupert of 
St. Petersburg. 

All incumbent Congressmen were unopposed. In the 
Democratic primary, James M. McEwen defeated Robert 
W. Baker for the chance to oppose Florida’s sole GOP 
Congressman, Rep. William C, Cramer, in the Ist Dis- 
trict. In the 4th District, James W. Dickey was disquali- 
fied before the primary, leaving Hugh M. Tartaglia the 
Republican candidate; in the 6th District John D, Kruse, 
defeated Richard Milne for the GOP nomination. 

Final Congressional candidates: 


Republicans 

*William C, Cramer 

J. Edward Musser 

No candidate 

Hugh M., Tartaglia 
D,.M, Ladd 

John D, Kruse 

Henry S, Bartholomew 
No candidate 


Districts Democrats 

1 James M, McEwen 
2 *Charles E, Bennett 
*Robert L.F. Sikes 
*Dante B. Fascell 
*A, Sydney Herlong Jr. 
*Paul G. Rogers 
*James A, Haley 

8 *D.R, (Billy) Matthews 
*Incumbent 
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OHIO PRIMARY RESULTS 


There was no direct Presidential preference poll in 
Ohio’s May 3 primary but Sen. John F, Kennedy (D Mass.) 
and Vice President Richard M. Nixon each received all the 
Ohio national convention delegates for their respective 
parties. The only contests in delegate election were in 
naming the delegates themselves. 

In the Republican contest former Sen. George W. 
Bender (R Ohio 1955-57) lost an attempt to gain a dele- 
gate-at-large seat and was also defeated as committee- 
man from his home precinct. 

In the Democratic primary a slate supporting Gov. 
Michael V. DiSalle (D), and through him Kennedy, took 
all at-large delegate posts. 

Cieveland Democratic chairman Ray T. Miller or- 
ganized a challenge slate, also supporting Kennedy, which 
ran in some districts. The contest was regarded as a 
power battle between the two Democratic leaders. (Weekly 
Report p. 345, 444) 


DiSalle delegates won ali but eight district delegates, 
DiSalle lost five delegates to Miller in Miller’s home 
county, Cuyahoga, and three, unexpectedly, outside ofthe 
Cleveland area. Of 64 Ohio Democratic convention votes, 
56 will be cast by DiSalle men, 8 by Miller men. 

In the Congressional primary all incumbents won 
renomination. 

In the 10th District Homer E, Abele, who lost to Rep. 
Walter H. Moeller (D)inwhatis usuallya Republican dis- 
trict in 1958, was defeated in his try for a second run by 
Oakley C, Collins of Ironton. 

The Congressional candidates: 


District Democrats Republicans 
1 W. Ted Osborne *Gordon H. Scherer 
H.A. Sand Donald D, Clancy 


*Paul F, Schenck 
*William M. McCulloch 
*Delbert L. Latta 
William H. Harsha Jr. 
*Clarence J. Brown 
*Jackson E, Betts 


R, William Patterson 
Joseph J. Murphy 
Tom T. McRitchie 


Joseph A, Sullivan 
Virgil M. Gase 


3 
4 
5 
6 Frank E, Smith 
- 
8 
9 


*Thomas L, Ashley 


Carl M, Clifford 


10 *Walter H. Moeller Oakley C, Collins 
11 *Robert E, Cook David Dennison 

12. Richard E, Liming *Samuel L. Devine 
13. J. William McCray Charles A, Mosher 
14 John H, Milhaly *William H. Ayres 
15 Herbert U. Smith Tom V. Moorehead 
16 John G, Freedom *Frank T. Bow 

17 *Robert W, Levering John M, Ashbrook 
18 *Wayne L, Hays Walter Jay Hunston 
19 *Michael J. Kirwan Paul E. Stevens 

20 *Michael A, Feighan Leonard G, Richter 
21 *Charles A, Vanik William O, Walker 
22 Chat Paterson *Frances P. Bolton 
23 Daniel Winston *William E, Minshall 
*Incumbent tFormer Congressman 


D.C. PRIMARY RESULTS 


Sen. Hubert H. Humphrey (D Minn.) beat Sen. Wayne 
Morse (D Ore.), 7,831 votes to 5,866 (or 57.2 percent of 
the vote to 42.8 percent), in the Presidential preference 
poll of the May 3 District of Columbia primary, according 
to complete, unofficial returns. D.C, Democrats voted 
that the delegation should be bound to the winner of the 
poll, so Humphrey will carry all nine D.C. votes to the 
Democratic convention although his delegates won only 14 
of 16 delegate positions. Delegates pledged toMorse won 
the other positions and generally ran second tothe Hum- 
phrey slate. Delegates for Adlai E, Stevenson, entered 
against his wishes, generally ran third. Morse and Hum- 
phrey campaigned in the District; Stevenson did not. 
_ In light voting District Republicans put down an at- 
tempt by an independent,George P. Lamb, togain a dele- 
gate seat and a regular slate, supported bythe state com- 
mittee and expected to vote for Vice President Richard 
M. Nixon, was elected to go to the Republican National 
Convention. 

Voters in both parties were overwhelmingly in favor 
of a change in D.C. government. Republicans voted 
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3,640 to 114 (incomplete returns) that D.C. residents 
should be able to vote innational elections and Democrats 
voted 16,866 to 1,052 in favor of local self-government 
for the District. 

Humphrey’s victory extended to District party rule, 
as 25 of 26 members elected to the District Democratic 
Central Committee were Humphrey-supported, and Frank 
D, Reeves, a Humphrey man, was elected National Com- 
mitteeman, turning out incumbent J.C, Turner, who was 
supported by Morse. Reeves is the first Negro to be 
elected a National Committeeman in the Democratic 
party. (There are two Negro Democratic National Com- 
mitteewomen, from Wisconsin and the Virgin Islands.) 
W. John Kenney, Humphrey supported, is expected to 
succeed A,L. Wheeler, who backed Morse, as chairman 
of the Central Committee, 


ALABAMA PRIMARY RESULTS 


Attention in the May 3 Alabama primary centered on 
the selection of 11 electors who will cast the state’s 
votes in the Presidential electoral college. The battle 
was between a Democratic party ‘‘loyalist’’ slate and a 
slate of ‘‘independent’’ electors who have pledged to with- 
hold support from the national Democratic nominee if 
they regard his policies as opposing the best wishes of 
Alabama. Nearly complete returns showed three ‘‘inde- 
pendents’’ elected and the remaining eight electors to 
be chosen in a runoff May 31. One of the ‘‘independents”’ 
is ex-Gov. Frank M, Dixon (D 1939-43), (Weekly Report 
p. 569, 684) 

Alabama’s Democratic Sens. John J, Sparkman and 
Lister Hill and Reps. Kenneth A, Roberts, Albert Rains, 
Armistead I, Selden Jr., Carl Elliott, Robert E. Jones 
and George Huddleston Jr. all worked actively for the 
“loyalists’’. The remaining three, Reps. Frank W. Boy- 
kin, George M. Grant and George W, Andrews, all Demo- 
cratic, took no public position. 

The “‘loyalists’’ said that by directly or indirectly 
helping the Republicans, the “‘independents”’ were endan- 
gering the effectiveness of Alabama’s representation in 
Congress. Sparkman and Hill head Senate committees 
and all the House delegation except Huddleston head sub- 
committees. The Alabama press was divided onthe issue. 

Sparkman won an easy victory over two primary 
opponents, one, JohnG, Crommelin, running as ‘‘the White 
Man’s Candidate’’. The two House incumbents who were 
opposed, Boykin, Ist District, and Grant, 2nd District, 
won easy victories. 

Any Republican nominees will be made by state 
convention; Democratic nomination is tantamount to elec- 
tion. Delegates to the Democratic National Convention 
were selected also. (Weekly Report p. 684) 


INDIANA PRIMARY 


Sen. John F, Kennedy (D Mass.) and Vice President 
Richard M. Nixon easily won the binding Presidential pref- 
erence polls May 3 in Indiana intheir respective parties, 
but what had been counted as merely token opposition for 
Kennedy gained a surprising portion of the vote. 

Unofficial returns from 4,284 of 4,299 precincts 
showed Kennedy receiving 350,096 votes, John Hugh 
Latham of Rockville 43,127 votes and perennial candidate 
Lar Daly of Chicago 40,492 votes in the Democratic poll. 
This gave Kennedy 80.7 percent of the total Democratic 
vote, Latham, 9.9 percent and Daly 9.3 percent. Kennedy 
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had been heckled and picketed by Baptist groups in March 
21 and April 24 appearances in the state. (Weekly 
Report p, 474) 

Nixon’s token opposition turned out to be just that, 
with Frank Beckwirth, an Indianapolis lawyer who said 
as far as he knew he was the only Negro ever to run for 
President, receiving only 18,853 votes to Nixon's 401,208 
votes. Nixon had 95.5 percent of the total GOP vote. 

Of the total votes cast, Nixon received 47.0 percent, 
Kennedy 41.0 percent. Political analysts in both parties 
expressed pleasure at the results, comparing the totals 
to those of President Eisenhower in the 1956 primary 
(351,903 votes), Sen. Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) in the 
1956 primary (242,842 votes), and the GOP showing in 
the 1958 Congressional races (six of 11 districts switched 
from Republican to Democratic hands), 

Sen. Homer E, Capehart (R), who had been a sup- 
porter of the Presidential candidacy of New York Gov. 
Nelson A. Rockefeller (R), aided Nixon's Indiana cam- 
paign. 

National convention delegates will be chosen by state 
conventions as will the gubernatorial candidates 

In the Congressional primaries all incumbents won 
renomination. 

In a Republican 10th District race ex-Rep. Ralph Har- 
vey (R 1947-59) ran strongly ahead of Joel Rhodes, 

In Democratic races: in the 2nd District George H. 
Bowers of Valparaiso won the chance to oppose House 
Minority Leader Charles A. Halleck (R) again; Halleck 
beat Bowers in 1958 with 52.2 percent of the vote; in the 
7th District Thomas C, Cravens, who ran without organi- 
zation backing, scored a surprise winina four-man field; 
in the 10th District Rep. Randall S. Harmon won renom- 
ination in an eight-man race, 

The Congressional nominees: 


District Democrats 
1 *Ray J. Madden 


Republicans 

Philip P, Parker 
George H. Bowers *Charles A. Halleck 
*John Brademas F, Jay Nimtz 

Byron McCammon *E, Ross Adair 

*J, Edward Roush George O, Chambers 
*Fred Wampler Richard L, Roudebush 
Thomas C, Cravens *William G, Bray 

8 *Winfield K, Denton Alvan V, Burch 

9 *Earl Hogan t Earl Wilson 
10 *Randall S, Harmon tRalph Harvey 
ll *Joseph W, Barr Donald Cogley Bruce 
*Incumbent t Former Congressman 


GALLUP POLLS 


Gallup polls released April 28 and 30 showed Vice 
President Richard M, Nixon leading in trial Presidential 
races over Sen. Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas) and Adlai 
E, Stevenson, Nixon led Stevenson, 52 percentto 48 per- 
cent, a smaller margin than ina March 1960 test between 
the two, when Nixon led, 55 percent to 45 percent. Nixon’s 
lead over Johnson was 54 percent to 46 percent, the same 
margin as in a March test. Nixonled Johnson in all sec- 
tions of the country except the South, where Johnson had 
59 percent of the vote, Nixon 41 percent. 

A May 3 Gallup Poll showed Sen. John F. Kennedy (D 
Mass.) widening a lead over Nixon. The two were tied, 
each with 50 percent of the vote, ina March poll; in April 
Kennedy drew ahead, 53 percent to 47 percent, and in the 
most recent poll led Nixon, 54 percent to 46 percent. 
(Weekly Report p. 612) 
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MARYLAND PRIMARY OUTLOOK 


Sen. John F, Kennedy (D Mass.) is considered an al- 
most sure winner in the May 17 Maryland Presidential 
primary, but it is doubtful whether he will be able to hold 
all of the Maryland delegation at the Democratic National 
Convention further than the first ballot vote which Mary- 
land law says delegates must give to the winner of the 
Presidential primary. (Weekly Report p. 346) 

Kennedy has opposition from Sen. Wayne Morse (D 
Ore.) and two perennial candidates, Lar Daly of Chicago 
and Andrew J, Easter of Baltimore. Morse says he hopes 
to get between 35 percent and 49 percent of the vote. 
There are no entries in the Republican preference vote, 
though the delegation is expected to support Vice Presi- 
dent Richard M, Nixon at the Republican Convention. 

Kennedy has established an elaborate campaign or- 
ganization in Maryland under the direction of his Harvard 
College roommate, Rep. Torbert H. Macdonald (D Mass.). 
The organization has chairmen in all of Maryland’s coun- 
ties and is reportedly functioning down to the precinct 
level. Kennedy is planning severaldays of campaigning. 

Several prominent members of the administration of 
Gov. J. Millard Tawes (D) have endorsed Kennedy, but 
Tawes himself, despite earlier reports that he might do 
so, has refrained from any endorsement. Tawes reported - 
ly preferred to have a complete free hand as the head of 
Maryland’s delegation to the convention, and his attitude 
toward Kennedy has been described by Maryland political 
reporters as one of ‘‘cool but impeccable hospitality.”’ 
Tawes will be free to lead the Maryland delegation into 
the camp of another contender at the convention after 
the first ballot, in the event he decides not to stick with 
Kennedy. Several prominent Maryland Democrats report- 
edly favor Sen, Stuart Symington (D Mo.) or Adlai E. 
Stevenson for the nomination. 


CONGRESSIONAL PRIMARIES 


The state’s seven incumbent Congressmen, all Demo- 
crats, are running for renomination. Four of them face 
formidable opposition, and there are also GOP fights. 

lst District -- Ex-Rep. Edward T, Miller (R 1947- 
59) is favored towinthe GOP nomination to oppose Thom- 
as F, Johnson (D), who defeated him in 1958. 

3rd District -- Rep. Edward A, Garmatz (D) is en- 
gaged in a bitter, close primary fight with state senator 
Joseph A, Bertorelli. 

4th District -- Rep. George H. Fallon (D), a veteran 
of 15 years House service, isinaclose race with Francis 
X. Dippel, former member of the Maryland General As- 
sembly. Dippel has most of the Democratic organization 
support in addition to AFL-CIO endorsement. Fallon, who 
voted in 1959 for the Landrum-Griffin substitute to the 
labor reform law, April 27 charged that Democratic fac- 
tions were ganging up on him to carry out what he said 
was a plot of James R. Hoffa, president of the Teamsters 
Union, ‘‘to purge me in the coming primary election’’. 
(Note: A secret provisional Teamsters position paper on 
Members of Congress up for electionin 1960, obtained by 
Congressional Quarterly, said Fallon should be defeated. 
Teamsters officials have denied that Hoffa even approved 
the position paper or that it represents the formal 
position of the Union). Dippel April 27 replied to the 
Fallon charge, saying it was ‘‘anasinine Dleat of despera- 
tion...saying that the Democratic party in Maryland is a 
servant”’ of Hoffa. 
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5th District -- Rep. Richard E, Lankford (D) faces 
serious opposition from Walter L. Green, College Park 
businessman and land owner. The Democratic organiza- 
tion in Prince Georges County, reportedly because of 
Lankford’s alleged lack of interest in local problems, 
has refused to endorse him for renomination. Observers 
give Green an outside chance of upsetting Lankford in the 
primary. On the Republican side, Prince Georges County 
attorney Carlyle J, Lancaster is favored in a field of six. 

6th District -- Rep. John R. Foley (D) is favored for 
renomination to a second term, His most likely Republi- 
can opponent is Frederick attorney Charles McC, Mathias 
Jr., 38, a member of the House of Delegates and spokes- 
man for the liberal wing of the Republican party. 

7th District -- Rep. Samuel N, Friedel (D) and Her- 
bert R, O’Conor Jr., 37-year-old son of the late Sen. 
Herbert R. O’Conor (D 1947-53), are engaged in a close 
contest for the Democratic nomination. O’Conor has 
accused Friedel of ‘‘flip-flop’’ voting on the Landrum- 
Griffin labor reform law (Friedel voted against the 
Landrum-Griffin substitute but for final passage of the 
measure), Friedel has charged that O’Conor ‘‘categori- 
cally compounded his fiscal immaturity’’ by supporting a 
Republican-sponsored measure to lift interest ceilings 
on long-term Government bonds. 

The Congressional candidates, district-by-district: 


Republicans 
t Edward T, Miller 


William H, Lloyd 
Fife Symington 
Robert J. Gerstung 


District Democrats 
1 *Thomas F, Johnson 





*Daniel B. Brewster 

*Edward A, Garmatz 
Joseph A. Bertorelli 
Maurice J, O’Connell 
Edward R, Milanicz 

4 *George H. Fallon 

Francis X. Dippel 

5 *Richard E, Lankford 

Walter L, Green 

Ray Martin 


WN 


Melvin R. Kenney 


Carlyle J, Lancaster 
Frank W, Vanderhoof 
Clifton L, Clevenger 
Robert E, Ennis 

Henry J. Laque Jr. 
William E, Smith 
Charles McC, Mathias Jr. 
R. Byng Duvall 

James A. Buchanan IV 
Sarah McNicol Bendann 
David M. Blum 

David Halley 


6 *John R, Foley 
Claude A, Taylor 


7 *Samuel N, Friedel 
Herbert R. O’Conor Jr. 
Morris Dvoskin 
Raymond Faby 
John Francis Nee 


t Former Congressman 


DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM 


The Democratic National Committee April 28 in 
Philadelphia held the first of a series of regional advance 
platform meetings intended to insure that the 1960 Demo- 
cratic platform ‘‘will address itself...to the real needs of 
the American people’’. Press reports said “‘more than 
50 witnesses’’ gave their views. Each meeting has a 
main topic but the panel will hear testirnony on any sub- 
ject. The Philadelphia panel concentrated on foreign 
policy; other meetings scheduled to date: Minneapolis, 
May 6, farm policy; Detroit, May 12, economic growth; 
Denver May 27, conservation and natural resources; St. 
Louis, May 31, urban and suburban problems. 


* Incumbent 
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RELIGIOUS ISSUE 


The question of the religion of a Presidential candi- 
date, specifically the Roman Catholicism of Sen, John F, 
Kennedy (D Mass.), continued to stir comment among 
religious and political leaders: (Weekly Report p. 711, 
722) 

The general assembly of the Southern Presbyterian 
Church May 2 rejected a resolution which would have of- 
ficially opposed the election of a Roman Catholic as 
President. Instead, it adopted one encouraging Presby- 
terians to ‘‘determine the basic issues in any campaign, 
(which are) more important than (a candidates’ ) denomina- 
tional or party affiliations.’’ 

The convention of the American Council of Christian 
Churches April 28 unanimously passed a resolution dis- 
approving a Catholic as President. The resolution said, 
in part, “‘The present accusation of bigotry by Kennedy 
supporters and others we believe is an effort to silence 
those who are raising pertinent questions relative to our 
historic American heritage of separation of church and 
state. Therefore, the American Council of Christian 
Churches goes on record as being opposed to a Roman 
Catholic for President.’’ 

The National Assn. of Evangelicals April 29 adopted 
a resolution expressing doubt that a Catholic President 
*‘could or would resist fully the pressures of the ecclesi- 
astical hierarchy.... The real source of unrestin respect 
to church-state separation is the total lack of any con- 
vincing commitment of the Roman Catholic Church tothe 
principle of church-state separation....’’ 

The Quadrennial Methodist General Conference April 
30 rejected a resolution which would have put it on record 
as “‘uneasy”’ about a Catholic running for the Presidency. 
The conference is the top policy-making body of the 
church, representing over 9 million Methodists. 

Dr. Fred Garland, a Baptist evangelist, April 24 
was refused use of the city auditorium in Chatanooga, 
Tenn., for the first in a series of rallies opposing the 
candidacy of Kennedy ‘‘or any other Roman Catholic’’ for 
the Presidency or Vice Presidency. The auditorium’s 
manager said he cancelled the contract because it had 
called for a religious rally ‘‘but this looks like a political 
rally is planned’’. Garland said he was flabbergasted: 
“‘Words cannot suggest why this could happen in free 
America.”’ 

The American Lutheran Magazine April 19 called for 
an official declaration by the Roman Catholic Church that 
“its traditional position of union or collaboration of 
church and state’’ did not apply to the United States. 

President Eisenhower, asked at his April 27 press 
conference how he felt on religion as a campaign issue, 
read two sections of the Constitution stating that there 
shall be no religious test for office and that Congress 
should make no laws respecting the establishment of re- 
ligion or prohibiting its free practice. (For text, see 
Weekly Report p. 736) 

Senate Majority Whip Mike Mansfield (D Mont.) April 
25 said he hoped the religious issue had been discussed 
for the last time and warned that the Democrats could 
beat themselves if they reject ‘‘the great issues of public 
policy (to engage in) a synthetic struggle over such ex- 
traneous matters as religion, sectional origins and tele- 
vision personality ratings.”’ 

Republican National Chairman Thruston B. Morton 
April 22 said he thought Kennedy was hurting his chances 
for the Democratic nomination by speeches like the one he 


COPYRIGHT 1960 CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC 
Reproduction prohibited in whole or in pert except by editorio! clients 


Political Notes - 4 


made April 21 before the American Society of Newspaper 
Editors. ‘‘They were impressed with his speech...but by 
the next day, they were a little suspicious that he was 
actually using this as an offensive tool himself, rather 
than a defensive cloak,’’ Morton said. 

AFL-CIO President George Meany, a Catholic, wrote 
in the May issue of the AFL-CIO’s American Federation- 
ist, ‘‘There is no place in the labor movement for ‘bal- 
anced tickets” or rotation of office based upon religion, 
race or national origin. Wedonot select men as leaders, 
or deny them leadership, by any such false standards.”’ 


NIXON PLANS 


In an interview published April 30 Vice President 
Richard M. Nixon made these comments about his politi- 
cal plans: 

“I would be very properly criticized for expressing 
any views which would be at variance withthe President's 
programs and thereby jeopardize their passage.”’ 

“‘Only when I become the nominee can I appropriately 
express independent views that I may have.”’ 

‘A number of my friends are urging that I immedi- 
ately begin to charge around, answer the attacks the 
Democratic candidates are making upon me and announce 
my own program.... They believe that this is necessary to 
get me more public visibility at a time that the Demo- 
crats are making news because of their primary con- 
tests.”” 

‘‘This is going to be aclose election, whichever can- 
didate wins, and a close election is usually decided in the 
last three to four weeks of the campaign. That is why I 
want to be as fresh both physically and mentally as pos- 
sible in that period, I think it would be most unwise to 
waste good ammunition now that could be much more 
effective later when it really counts.”’ 

In a May 1 interview Nixon said, “‘I intend in the 
field of farm problems, in problems dealing with cities, in 
various other areas, to build on fromhereand to present 
to the American people my own program for the future at 
the same time I defend the policies of the past.” 

Secretary to the Cabinet Robert K, Gray May 2 said 
Nixon had presided at over 11 percent of all Cabinet and 
National Security Council meetings since 1953. 

Nixon May 4 said New York Gov. Nelson A, Rocke- 
feller (R) had ‘‘tremendous support throughout the coun- 
try for national office among the Republicahs.’’ Asked if 
Rockefeller should be the GOP Vice Presidential nominee, 
Nixon said, ‘‘That question should be put to Governor 
Rockefeller.’ Rockefeller May 4 said Nixon's statement 
didn’t change his position against becoming the Vice 
Presidential nominee ‘‘in the slightest.’’ 


TV AND CAMPAIGNS 


The National Broadcasting Co. and the Columbia 
Broadcasting System April 21 said they planned to offer 
the Presidential candidates of the major parties free tele- 
vision time for debate before the election. The American 
Broadcasting Co, April 22 said it had set aside time for 
campaign coverage and its use depended upon the coopera - 
tion of the candidates. (Weekly Report p. 456) 

Democratic National Committee fund raisers April 21 
announced plans for a May 21 ‘“‘telethon’’ to raise contri- 
butions for the purchase of fall televisiontime during the 
campaign. Finance Chairman Roger L, Stevens said prime 
television time would be less costly if purchased now. 
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STATE ROUNDUP 


ALABAMA -- Gov. John Patterson (D) April 27 said 
he planned to file suit against the New York Times and 
four Alabama Negro leaders because of alleged ‘‘defama- 
tion of the citizens of Alabama and particularly public 
officials’’ in an advertisement carried March 29 by the 
Times. The full page ad, which appealed for money to 
help defend Negro leader Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. in an 
Alabama trial arising out of state income tax charges, 
described methods purportedly used by Alabama authori- 
ties against nonviolent resistance movements. Alabama 
Attorney General MacDonald Gallion April 20 recom- 
mended that Patterson and other members of the state 
board of election sue the Times. ‘‘We have confirmed... 
that many of the statements were complete lies...(these) 
vicious charges certainly defame Alabama (and) the only 
practical method of publicly exposing this widely published 
matter...is before the bar of justice,’’ he said. Gallion 
said the state of Alabama itself could not sue but individ- 
ual members of the board of education, of which Patter- 
son is chairman, could, 

The ad was sponsored by the ‘‘Committee to Defend 
Martin Luther King and the Struggle for Freedom in the 
South,’’ which is headed by A. Philip Randolph, Dr. Gard- 
ner C, Taylor and various religious, labor, Negro and 
cultural leaders. 


CALIFORNIA -- Gov, Edmund G, Brown (D) April 
26 denied a second reprieve from execution to convicted 
kidnapper Caryl Chessman. Brown's Feb. 19 reprieve 
of Chessman, who was condemned in 1948 and staved off 
death by various legal means, caused nationwide and 
international comment. Brown’s plea for a change in 
California laws to abolish the death penalty was turned 
down by the California legislature. Chessman was 
executed May 2. (Weekly Report p. 444, 321) 


GEORGIA -- Democratic State Chairman James H, 
Gray May 2 announced that the Democratic state organi- 
zation would pay off its debt to the Democratic National 
Committee. Former State Chairman JohnSammons Bell, 
who had criticized Democratic National Chairman Paul 
M. Butler and refused to pay the state’s dues while Butler 
remained at the head of the party, recently accepted a 
judicial appointment. Lt. Gov. Garland T, Byrd (D) May 
3 told Congressional Quarterly that Butler’s threats that 
states who were behind in their dues would receive 
poorer seating and hotel accommodations at the Demo- 
cratic National Convention had had nothing to do with the 
change in attitude, ‘‘We just decided it was a just debt,”’ 
he said. (1959 Weekly Report p. 1481) 

Rep. Paul Brown (D) May 2 announced he would retire 
from his Georgia 10th District seat at the end of his pres- 
ent term, his 14th. Brown, 80, said he was leaving Con- 
gress for reasons of health. His decision brings to nine 
the number of House Democrats retiring. (Weekly Report 
p. 612) 


MINNESOTA -- In a nominally nonpartisan St. Paul 
mayoralty election, Republican-backed florist George Va- 
voulis beat city commissioner Adrian P. Winkel whowas 
supported by the Democratic-Farmer-Labor party. The 
campaign was fought primarily on local issues but the 
GOP victory in normally Democratic St. Paul was re- 
garded as a cheering note by state Republicans. 


MISSOURI -- The Missouri Democratic convention 
May 2 named former President Harry S. Truman a 


delegate to the Democratic National Convention and in- 
structed that ‘‘all delegates tothe national convention shall 
be bound by the unit rule to support Sen, Symington.’’ The 
instructions were regarded partly as a reply to a report 
that Truman April 30 stated, ‘‘They’re not going to com- 
mit me.’’ On being told of his appointment and the in- 
structions May 3, Trumansaid, ‘“‘I madeit perfectly clear 
to them that I would not be bound by the unit rule and that 
if I was chosen it was with the understanding I would not 
come under the unit rule, although the rest of the delega- 
tion might.’’ (Weekly Report p. 568) 


OKLAHOMA -- The state Democratic convention 
April 30 first refused to designate Gov. J. Howard Ed- 
mondson (D) as a delegate to the Democratic National 
Convention from the lst District, then named him a 
delegate at large from the state. State Chairman Gene 
McGill was named head of the delegation. McGill beat 
Edmondson’s candidate for the state chairmanship, Pat 
Malloy, early in 1960. An earlier proposal by Edmond- 
son to hold a Presidential primary in Oklahoma was ruled 
illegal earlier in the year. (Weekly Report p. 263) 


RHODE ISLAND -- Rep. John E, Fogarty (D R.I.) 
April 9 announced he would run for reelection. Fogarty 
had been regarded as the most likely Democrat for the 
Senatorial nomination to succeed retiring Sen. Theodore 
Francis Green (D). In his announcement Fogarty said 
his decision to run for the House rather than the Senate 
was based on his consideration of where he could “‘best 
serve all of the people of the state and Nation’. (Weekly 
Report p. 517) 

UTAH -- The Republican state convention April 30 
denied Salt Lake City Mayor J. Bracken Lee designation 
as a delegate to the Republican National Convention. Ex- 
Gov, Lee (R 1949-57) was defeated by Gov. George D. 
Clyde (R) in the Republican gubernatorial primary in 1956 
and also in the general election when Lee ran as an inde- 
pendent. Both Clyde and former Salt Lake City Police 
Chief W. Cleon Skousen announced they would be candi- 
dates for the GOP gubernatorial nomination and both were 
selected delegates to the national convention, Skousen, 
who was an FBI agent for 16 years, was fired as police 
chief by Lee in a dispute over strictness of law enforce- 
ment. The Salt Lake City Tribune April 29 said Lee had 
confirmed stories he wanted to go to the GOP convention 
as a supporter of Sen. BarryGoldwater(R Ariz.) (Weekly 
Report p. 517) 


WEST VIRGINIA -- Republican officials have pro- 
tested the widespread press attention given West Virginia 
economic and social conditions as a result of the hard- 
fought Democratic Presidential primary campaigns. 
GOP National Committeeman Walter S, Hallanan April 
29 said the campaign was giving the state a black eye 
that would take years to heal. Gov. Cecil H. Underwood 
(R) April 29 filed a protest with the National Broadcasting 
Co. about what he called a “‘rigged’’ television program 
consisting of ‘‘the most flagrant distortion’’ and out- 
raging ‘‘the nearly two million respectable, educated and 
hard-working citizens of West Virginia.’’ The com- 
mentator of the program, David Brinkley, said, “‘Every- 
thing we said and photographed was truth.’’ Democratic 
Rep. Elizabeth Kee of West Virginia’s Sth District 
April 21 said the primary, ‘‘by focusing national atten- 
tion on the state’s unemployment problems, should help 
in securing Congressional action on area redevelopment 
legislation.”’ 
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GOP, DEMOCRATIC HEALTH BILLS FOR AGED COMPARED 


In recent weeks, Congress hasclashed along party 
lines over two approaches to health care forthe Nation’s 
16 million persons 65 years old or older -- approaches 
that differed widely in philosophy as well as practical 
application. 

These, as represented by Democratic and Adminis- 
tration proposals before Congress, were (1) public health 
insurance administered by the Government through the 
Social Security system; and (2) an individual choice be- 
tween health care subsidized by the federal and state gov- 
ernments and private health insurance similarly sub- 
sidized. 

This Fact Sheet compares the major proposals. A 
separate story on page 796 analyzes the lobby pressures 
on Congress on the issue. 

Social Security Insurance. The major Democratic 
proposal called for compulsory health insurance cover- 
age, for 15.6 million persons, through the Social Security 
system, as embodied in the controversial bill (HR 4700) 
introduced in 1959 by Rep. Aime J, Forand (D R,I.). 
Senate Democratic Presidential hopefuls John F, Kennedy 
(Mass.), Hubert H, Humphrey (Minn.), Wayne Morse (Ore.) 
and Stuart Symington (Mo.) introduced or endorsed bills 
identical or similar to the Forand scheme. Democrats 
looked for approval of a revised Forand-type plan by the 
House Ways and Means Committee the second week in 
May, and Sen. Pat McNamara (D Mich.), chairman of the 
Senate Labor and Public Welfare Subcommittee on Prob- 
lems of the Aged and Aging, was expected to introduce 
a new Senate version at the same time. 

Private Insurance, After several months of study, the 
Eisenhower Administration May 4 outlined a plan for fed- 
eral-state subsidies to provide health care, under two 
alternative plans not involving Social Security, for an esti- 
timated 12 million aged persons with incomes of $2,500 
or less. Another plan, without Administration endorse- 
ment, was introduced (S 3350) April 7 by eight GOP 
Senators. 

There were forecasts of a Presidential veto for any 
legislation that strayed too far from the Administration’s 
guidelines. President Eisenhower March 30 said com- 
pulsory health insurance was ‘‘a very definite step in 
socialized medicine’’ and ‘‘I don’t want any of it.”’ 
(Weekly Report p. 588) 








Arguments and Agreements 


Out of a welter of conflicting views surrounding the 
various plans, there seemed to be implicit agreement on 
two factors: (1) that there was a pressing need to assist 
the elderly in the vital area of health care, and (2) that 
high-risk factors made it difficult for private insurance 
carriers to do the job alone, at a sufficiently low cost to 
cover those who needed coverage most. Private car- 
riers, it was generally agreed, either had to charge the 
aged high premiums to insure themselves, which did not 
solve the problem, or they had to spread their costs 
throughout other policies, trimming benefits down the line 
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and possibly putting carriers who actively served the 
aged at a competitive disadvantage with those whodid not. 

In presenting the Administration plan to the House 
Ways and Means Committee May 4, Health, Education and 
Welfare Secretary Arthur S, Flemming said approxi- 
mately 49 percent of the Nation’s 16 million aged (per- 
sons 65 and over) had some kind of health and medical 
insurance, but ‘‘only a comparatively small percentage of 
this group have policies that protect them against long- 
term illnesses’’. 

The Forand answer to the problem, compulsory na- 
tional coverage self-sjistained by special Social Security 
payroll taxes, was viewed by its supporters as legitimate 
state welfare activity in an area where private enterprise 
could not handle a necessary task on its own. 

Figures made available by HEW for 1958 showed that 
private insurance companies returned about 48.6 cents on 
the premium dollar in benefits under individual cash 
indemnity accident and healthinsurance policies, whereas 
nonprofit groups plans averaged a return of 94.7 cents on 
the dollar. Costs of advertising and salesmanship, as 
well as the profit factor, accounted for thedifference, A 
Forand-type program would eliminate these factors, and 
in the view of its supporters would make the most efficient 
use of the tax dollar. Forand told Congressional Quart- 
erly his plan would free the insurance companies to con- 
centrate on the younger age groups and strengthen their 
coverage in this area. 

The Administration answer, direct matching grants 
out of general revenues to subsidize individual medical 
costs, or the alternative of subsidized private insurance, 
would, in the words of Flemming, ‘‘permit the individual 
to decide for himself whether or not he will participate 
in the program” and ‘‘preserve the opportunity for pri- 
vate insurers to continue to demonstrate their ability to 
develop major medical expense programs for the aged’’. 

In February, President Eisenhower said the Adminis - 
tration was considering raising the Social Security tax 
one-quarter of 1 percent to provide care for the aged, 
but on March 30, in announcing his opposition to com- 
pulsory insurance, the President said he had instructed 
Flemming to get the views of ‘‘everybody that seems to 
have a real worthwhile opinion and conviction on this 
thing’’, and develop a voluntary prog;ram to show where 
‘federal responsibility...should begin, and where it should 
end’’, 

Flemming March 23 said a guiding principle in the 
Administration’s studies was that ‘‘there should be no 
action taken by anyone that would tend to stifle private 
initiative’’ in the health insurance field. 

In announcing the Administration plan March 4, Flem- 
ming said the cost would be divided equitably among the 
entire population by financing the federal share out of 
general revenues, contrasted with a Social Security pay- 
roll tax that placed the entire burden on earnings of less 
than $4,800. 

He said he believed the program would ‘‘concentrate 
governmental assistance in such a manner as to provide 
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the most effective and most responsible use of federal 
and state fur:ds’’. 

As presented the Administration and Forand plans 
both involved whole or partial financing through compul- 
sory taxation through one kind or another. A voluntary 
feature -- with respect to an individual’s choice of mak- 
ing the full financial commitment necessary to take 
advantage of the program -- was contemplated in some 
versions of the Forand approach, and was emphasized 
as a key provision in the Administration plan. Both pro- 
posals shared the social objective of helping the elderly 
weather their medical expenses in a way that preserved 
individual dignity and avoided driving the low-income aged 
into a state of poverty or onto the welfare rolls in the 
event of serious illness. 


Bills Compared 


FORAND BILL, VARIANTS -- The Forand bill called 
for Social Security insurance payments for upto 120 days 
ef combined hospital and nursing home care, withthe hos- 
pital portion limited to 60 days. No payments would be 
made for mental and tuberculosis hospitalizat‘ 1 The 
bill also covered payments for necessary hospita: sur- 
gery. The Secretary of HEW was to administer the pro- 
gram, but could use private, nonprofit insurance carriers 
as his agents -- a provision designed totap the adminis- 
trative experience of such groups. Under the bill, the 
program was to be financed by an increase of one-fourth 
of 1 percent in Social Security taxes for both employers 
and employees. 

Senate Forand-type bills included S 881, introduced 
by Morse and identical tothe Forand measure, and S 1151 
and S 2915, introduced by Humphrey and Kennedy respec- 
tively, which were similar but excluded surgical coverage. 
The Kennedy bill permitted 90 of the 120 days to be 
spent in the hospital, and provided coverage for diagnostic 
outpatient treatment and nursing care in the home to 
avoid encouraging crowding in the hospitals, 

All three bills covered persons -- including surviving 
wives and dependents -- eligible for Social Security Old 
Age and Survivors Insurance (OASI) but made no pro- 
vision for some 4.2 million of the 15.8 million aged popu- 
lationwho, as of Jan, 1, 1960, were ineligible for OASI. 
Opponents said this omission was one of the bill’s major 
flaws. 

Advocates of a compromise plan reportedly urged 
restricting coverage further by cutting out the surviving 
wives and dependents, who numbered about 4 million. 

The bill under preparation by McNamara, whose 
Subcommittee was making an intensive study of problems 
facing the elderly, reportedly supplemented the Forand- 
type program with direct federal grants to take care of 
persons not eligible for Social Security coverage. 

The estimated number of persons eligible for cov- 
erage under the Forand bill as of Jan. 1, 1960 was 11.6 
million men and women over 65, 1.6 million women in the 
62-64 age bracket and 2.4 million survivors and depend- 
ents -- 15.6 million in all, The Kennedy bill added some 
640,000 disabled persons and their dependents eligible 
for Social Security disability insurance. 

The Forand bill would have cost an estimated 
$1,120,000,000 had it gone into effect in 1960, according 
to HEW estimates. This was .53 percent of the national 
payroll subject to Social Security tax (based on individual 
wages up to $4,800 per annum), The estimated cost on 
a long-term (level premium) basis was .73 percent of 


the taxable payroll. Payments were to go to hospitals, 
nursing homes and surgeons participating in the program, 
but individuals were to be able to choose freely among 
them, with no government control over medical services. 

Although many critics of the Forand plan attacked it 
as an entering wedge for socialized medicine, the plan 
differed from government health care programs like 
Great Britain’s. The Forand plan called for insurance, 
but the British program provides services directly and 
is financed from general revenues, and the entire popu- 
lation is entitled to receive treatment. Critics also said 
the Forand plan would create pressures for extension of 
coverage to the entire working population, since persons 
being taxed for the program probably would not remain 
content to wait until retirement to reap its benefits, a 
contention that probably could be used equally against 
portions of the Administration plan. 

After the House Ways and Means Committee March 
31 voted 17-8 to reject the Forand bill, Forand initiated 
a discharge petition to bring the bill out of Committee to 
the floor of the House. Forand in late April told Con- 
gressional Quarterly the petition had ‘‘50 or 60 names on 
it’’, but in view of subsequent efforts of the Committee to 
bring out a compromise plan he had stopped pressing for 
more signatures. (Weekly Report p. 597, 622) 


ADMINISTRATION PLAN-- As outlined by Flem- 
ming, the Administration plan provided two simultaneous 
programs, and the individual could choose between them. 

One program called for the establishment of a 
‘‘Medicare Program for the Aged’’, administered by the 
states, under state plans approved by the Department of 
Health, Education and Welfare. Persons eligible could 
participate in the program if they paid an enrollment fee 
of $24 each year. Public assistance recipients would 
not have to pay the fee, however. 

Under the plan, the states electing to participate in 
the plan would be required to pay 80 percent (100 percent 
for public assistance recipients) of the costs of the follow- 
ing services for all participants who had established their 
eligibility and where such services were determined to 
be medically necessary: 

(a) Hospital care -- 180 days 

(b) Skilled nursing home care -- 365 days 

(c) Organized home care services -- 365 days 

(d) Surgery 

(e) Laboratory and X-ray services -- up to $200 
(f) Physicians’ services 

(g) Dental services 

(h) Prescribed drugs -- up to $350 

(i) Private duty nurses 

(j) Physical restoration services 

No payments would be made, however, for the first 
$250, or $400 in the case of a couple, except for public 
assistance recipients whose full costs would be paid. 

The states would be authorized to use private non- 
profit or commercial insurance companies as adminis- 
trative agents for the program, thus tapping their experi- 
ence in this field. HEW officials explained, however, 
that this would not include the contracting out of insur- 
ance programs to private groups used as administrative 
agents. They said the proposed Medicare plan was a 
direct grant program, and not an insurance program. 
The states themselves would assume the liability risks, 
and the state and federal program grants would be cal- 
culated at a level, when combined with the individual 
enrollment payments, to meet those risks. 
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The federal share of the grants would range from 
one-third to two-thirds under an equalization formula, but 
would be 50 percent on the average, Flemming said. He 
estimated the total annual federal-state cost at $1.2 bil- 
lion, with the federal share running about $600 million, 
plus some increase in federal public assistance grants 
possibly reaching $100 million per year. These esti- 
mates were based on participation by all states and by 
80 percent of the persons eligible. 

The second program which the Administration called 
for, and which eligible individuals could elect as an 
alternative to the first, would be a federal-state subsi- 
dization of private medical insurance policies. Federal- 
state funds would be used to pay 50 per<ent of the cost of 
the policy, up to a maximum federal-state payment of 
$60. The states would be required to provide this option 
and would be responsible for establishing the minimum 
specifications for policies purchased, 

Under both programs, eligibility would be limited to 
persons over 65 who did not payincome taxes in the pre- 
ceding year, or whose adjusted gross income, plus Social 
Security, Railroad Retirement benefits, and veterans pen- 
sions, in the preceding year did not exceed $2,500 (3,800 
for a couple). Flemming estimated that 12 million of the 
Nation’s nearly 16 million aged would be eligible under 
these criteria. ‘‘We have developed a program that is 
designed to achieve just one objective,’’ he said, ‘‘to 
provide approximately 12 million persons 65 and over who 
have limited resources with the opportunity of taking 
steps which, if taken, will enable them to cope with the 
heavy economic burden of long-term or other expensive 
illnesses.”’ 


Reaction 


The Administration planimmediately ran into opposi- 
tion from members of both parties. Major criticisms 
were that it would be costly and would have to await action 
and commitment of funds by state legislatures. Flem- 
ming May 5 said Texas and possibly one or two other 
states might have to amend their constitutions to partici- 
pate. 

Sen. Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.) May 5 said, ‘‘It can 
be dressed up, painted, pictured as voluntary, but any 
way it is put, the plan offered by Arthur Flemming for 
the aid to the aged is socialized medicine.”’ 

AFL-CIO president George Meany the same day said 
the plan ‘‘has evidently been shaped to meet the political 
demands of an election year.... We wanta program built 
on the proven, sound principle of social insurance, under 
which a worker, by regular payments based on earnings 
during his working years, insures his health benefits 
when he retires.”’ 

Rep. Burr P. Harrison (D Va.) called it a ‘‘Town- 
send plan-Rube Goldberg scheme’’ which was ‘‘more 
socialistic and more unsound and ultimately more 
expensive’? than anything the Democrats had proposed 
so far. 

Gov. Nelson A, Rockefeller of New York (R) said 
the plan could result in a ‘‘very serious fiscal situa- 
tion, very high costs and cumbersome administration’’. 
He said he supported medical protection under the 
Social Security system. Gov. Robert B, Meyner of 
New Jersey (D) said the Administration plan ‘‘sounds 
absolutely stupid to me.”’ 

House Minority Leader Charles A, Halleck (R Ind.) 
said he thought it was ‘‘the most fair and comprehensive 


COPYRIGHT 1960 CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC 
Reproduction prohibited in whole or in part except by editeria! c! ients 


Health Benefits Proposals - 3 


plan yet offered to provide protection against devastating 
illness which would wipe out the savings of elderly 
persons’. The 10 GOP members of the House Ways 
and Means Committee called for ‘‘careful and earnest con- 
sideration’’ of the Administration proposal and said it 
stood as ‘‘forceful testimony to the diligence and respon- 
sibility that the Republican party is bringing to its en- 
deavors to find a workable solution to the health needs 
of the aged’”’. 

McNamara attacked the plan as ‘‘confusing and 
inefficient’’ and said it showed the ‘‘contortions the 
Administration has been going through in an effort 
to placate those who want either no health insurance 
for the elderly or just as little as possible’’. He 
said the reliance placed on private insurance com- 
panies ‘‘means compulsory subsidization of these com- 
panies by the general taxpayer although he is purchasing 
no protection’’. 

Senate Majority Leader Lyndon B. Johnson (D Texas) 
said the Administration plan would require careful study. 
He said it demonstrated a recognition that a program for 
the elderly was needed, and ‘‘once a need is recognized, 
it is usually possible to find a solution’’. He said Con- 
gress, under Democratic controi, must work out the de- 
tails, and he thought a “‘great deal of credit’? was owed 
to members of both houses ‘‘who have brought this 
situation to public view and who have paved the way 
for action’’, 

Sen, Jacob K, Javits (R N.Y.) a sponsor of the 
April 7 GOP Senators’ proposal for subsidized private 
insurance, said he thought the essential point was 
that al! sides now recognized there was a need to 
be met and that appreciable federal aid funds would 
be required. 

The Javits plan (S 3350), co-sponsored by Sens. Ken- 
neth B, Keating (RN.Y.), George D, Aiken(R Vt.), Clifford 
P, Case ( N.J.), John Sherman Cooper (R Ky.), Hiram 
L, Fong (R Hawaii), Winston L, Prouty (R Vt.) and Hugh 
Scott (R Pa.), was somewhat akin to the subsidized pri- 
vate insurance alternative included in the Administration 
plan. Instead of establishing by federal law the type and 
extent of benefits provided, it authorized whatever agreed 
amount of health coverage insurance companies could 
provide under a stipulated maximum monthly premium. 
Whereas the Administration plan would require states to 
prescribe minimum specifications for subsidized private 
policies, the Javits plan would have the states enter 
directly into contracts with the companies for provision 
of the insurance. The Javits bill allowed for a maximum 
individual monthly premium of $13, with the federal and 
state governments paying a varying portion of this 
amount, depending on the income of the purchaser. 
Aged persons with annual incomes of less than $500 
would pay nothing, and those with incomes of more than 
$3,600 would pay the full premium. States could 
base their programs on more modest premiums if they 
chose to do so. 

One question critics did not regard as fully an- 
swered in the Javits bill was that of profit controls 
for companies receiving benefits. This also was a 
matter of dispute with the Administration private insur- 
ance option, although it was contended that the specific 
requirement that states laydown minimum specifications, 
as well as the fact that nonprofit and commercial 
carriers might be in competition in the issuance of 
policies, would give the program a regulating mech- 
anism. 
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FORAND BILL SPARKS TOP LOBBYING CAMPAIGN 


The organizations participating in the controversy 
over federal health insurance for the aged have made the 
issue a dominant one of the 1960 Congressional session, 
Few issues in recent years have received as much pub- 
icity as the debate over the Forand bill (HR 4700) and 
similar measures which seek to provide health insurance 
and nursing home care for Social Security old-age pension 
recipients. 

The potential political significance of the issue inthe 
1960 elections is immense. Many Democrats believe the 
issue can win for them in November if they can put the 
Administration, fairly or unfairly, in the position of 
appearing not to care about the health problems of the 
elderly. The Administration opposes, as possibly leading 
to socialized medicine, the Forand bill approach, under 
which the Government would pay hospital and other health 
costs for the elderly out of Social Security receipts. 
(For details of various major proposals, see p. 793) 


Groups Favoring Bill 


An analysis of group stands on the Forand bill indi- 
cated that virtually every major pressure group in Wash- 
ington took a clear-cut position on the issue. 

The forces in favor of Forand-type legislation are 
spearheaded by organized labor, especially the AFL-CIO. 
The 13-million-member federation early in 1960 threw 
its full weight behind adrive toenlist grass roots support 
for the Forand bill. Union members were urged re- 
peatedly in their union newspapers to write to Washington 





Forand Bill Benefits 


The Forand bill (HR 4700) provides hospitaliza- 
tion, nursing home and surgical insurance for all aged 
persons and their survivors who are eligible for Old 
Age and Survivors Insurance under the Social Security 
system. The program would operate through the 
Social Security Administration, which would have the 
option of contracting some of the administrative func- 
tions to private, non-profit insurance organizations. 

The program would be financed by raising the 
Social Security payroll tax by one-quarter of 1 percent 
each for employers and for employees. Recipients 
would be insured against the costs of 120 days of 
hospitalization and nursing home care during any 12 
month period, with the hospitalization portion limited 
to 60 days. Surgical coverage would be limited to 
surgery necessary during hospitalization. 

The estimated number of persons eligible for 
Forand bill insurance as of Jan. 1, 1960 was 11.6 
million men and women over 65, 1.6 million women 
in the 62-64 age bracket and 2.4 million survivors and 
dependents -- 15.6 million in all. The bill would not 
cover approximately 4.2 million persons over 65 not 
eligible for OASI benefits. 
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to demand enactment of HR 4700. Special ‘‘educational”’ 
material was compiled by the AFL-CIO Social Security 
Department and dispatched to local unions all over the 
country. Mass rallies were held in most of the major 
cities in the U.S, and in many smallerones. At one such 
gathering sponsored by the United Auto Workers (AFL- 
CIO) in Detroit March 27, 12,000 persons cheered as 
three contenders for the Democratic Presidential nomin- 
ation, Sens. Hubert H. Humphrey (Minn.), John F., 
Kennedy (Mass.) and Stuart Symington (Mo.), endorsed 
the principle of the Forand bill. 

In a special message to all AFL-CIO affiliate unions 
April 12, the federation’s president, George Meany, 
urged all members to take advantage of the Easter recess, 
when most Members of Congress were in their home 
districts, to drum up support for the Forand bill. 

The result of these and other efforts by labor to 
stir up support for the Forand bill was reflected in the 
huge volume of Congressional mail on the issue since 
early March. Swelling the flood of incoming mail were 
thousands of postcards distributed by the United Auto 
Workers bearing a sketch of an elderly couple and the 
following biblical quotation: 

‘‘Cast me not off in the time of old age, forsake me 
not when my strength faileth.’’ Directly beneath were the 
words: ‘‘I urge you to support the Forand bill assuring 
real health protection to retired citizens.’’ Atthe bottom 
of the card was a space for the sender’s name and 
address. 

Aligned with the AFL-CIO in support of Forand- 
type legislation were the following groups: Group Health 
Assn. of America, Council of Jewish Federations and 
Welfare Funds, American Public Health Assn., United 
Mine Workers of America Welfare and Retirement Fund, 
American Public Weifare Assn., National Federation of 
Settlements, National Farmers Union, Golden Ring Club 
of Senior Citizens, National Assn. of Social Workers, 
Community Health Assn., American Nurses Assn., Nat- 
ional Consumers League, Hospital Council of Philadel- 
phia, Physicians’ Forum, Public Issues Committee of the 
Family Service Assn., Synagogue Council of America, 
National Medical Assn., National Council of Jewish 
Women, Townsend Clubs of America, Americans for 
Democratic Action, Indiana Funeral Directors Assn., 
International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s 
Union. 


Groups Opposing Bill 


Leading the fight against federal health insurance for 
the aged are the American Medical Assn., which repre- 
sents about 175,000 of the Nation’s 225,000 doctors, and 
most other organizations representing the medical pro- 
fession. The AMA has received strong backing from the 
insurance industry and business groups such as the 
Chamber of Commerce of the U.S. and the National 
Assn, of Manufacturers. 
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Although the efforts of the anti-Forand groups to 
defeat a federal health insurance program have not been 
as direct as the writein campaign of the labor unions, 
they have been just as determined. A spot check of 
Congressional offices revealed that from 60 percent to 
75 percent of the mail coming in on the Forand bill was 
in favor of its enactment, but that most of the pro-Forand 
mail consisted of form letters and postcards requiring 
only signatures and stamps. The bulk of the mail ex- 
pressing opposition to the Forand bill, many Members 
said, consisted of original, unduplicated letters. 

The AMA’s current lobbying campaign against federal 
health insurance legislation dates back to early 1958, 
when it hired a Los Angeles public relations firm, Braun 
and Co., to advise it on ways todefeat an earlier version 
of the present Forand bill. Shortly thereafter the AMA 
announced the formation of the Joint Council to Improve 
the Health Care of the Aged. The council, which an 
AMA spokesman said was brought on by the possibility 
of federal action on an old-age insurance plan, consisted 
of the AMA; the American Dental Assn., representing 
90,000 dentists or 90 percent of licensed dentists; the 
American Hospital Assn., representing 6,000 hospitals 
(about 90 percent of general hospital beds) and 1,000 
hospital administrators and workers; and the American 
Nursing Home Assn., representing 4,500 nursing homes 
or about one-third of the those licensed. 

With the advice of the AMA’s public relations firm, 
the four organizations comprising the joint council set 
out to prove to the public that they were doing all they 
could to solve the insurance problems of the aged. 

The medical profession did not present a solid front 
however. The American Nurses Assn., representing 
about 180,000 professional nurses, has favored enactment 
of the Forand bill since it was first introduced in 1957. 
Moreover, the American Hospital Assn., though an AMA 
ally, in August 1958 adopted a statement saying private 
resources should be used first to provide care for the 
aged but that the use of Social Security funds ‘‘may be 
necessary ultimately’’ to solve the health insurance 
problem. 

As the pressures for improved medical care for the 
aged continued to mount in 1958, the AMA and the insur- 
ance industry stepped up their efforts to solve the prob- 
blem on their own in the hope of averting action by the 
Federal Government. The governing body of the AMA, 
the House of Delegates, in December 1958 urged state 
medical societies to expedite the development of low-cost 
insurance plans. At approximately the same time, the 
Health Insurance Assn. of America, representing 275 
companies which write about 80 percent of the Nation's 
health insurance coverage, adopted a resolution urging its 
members not to cancel health insurance policies ‘‘solely 
because of the deterioration of health’’, to make avail- 
able policies which were renewable for life and to adopt 
plans for persons over 65 and for the physically handicap- 
ped. 
In May 1959 the AMA launched a series of regional 
conferences to acquaint doctors and representatives of 
women’s organizations, churches, labor, industry and 
government with the problems of the aged. By the end 
of March 1960, nine conferences had been held in 
Salt Lake City, Boston, Minneapolis, Cleveland, Kansas 
City, San Francisco, New Orleans, Atlanta and Balti- 
more, 

The campaign of the AMA and its allies to head off 
the Forand bill apparently has not paid off in the same 
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deluge of mail that resulted from the ‘‘grass roots’ 
campaign of the labor unions, but the anti-Forand forces 
point out that a few thoughtful letters written by doctors 
and businessmen carry more weight with legislators than 
a larger number of form letters and postcards passed 
out by the unions. They added that the volume of pro- 
Forand mail has dropped off since the Ways and Means 
Committee voted to pigeonhole the measure March 31. 
(Weekly Report p. 597) 

Following is a list, compiled by the AMA, of nat- 
ional organizations opposed to Forand-type legislation: 
American Farm Bureau Federation, American Bar Assn., 
National Retail Merchants Assn., Chamber of Commerce 
of the U.S., National Assn. of Retail Druggists, Amer- 
ican Medical Assn., American Hospital Assn., American 
Assn. of Retired Persons, National Retired Teachers 
Assn., American Academy of General Practice, American 
College of Radiology, American Dental Assn., American 
Hotel Assn., American Life Convention, American Mutual 
Insurance Alliance, American Nursing Home Assn., 
American Pharmaceutical Assn., American Society of 
Internal Medicine, Assn. of American Physicians and 
Surgeons, Blue Shield Medical Care Plans, College of 
American Pathologists, Council of State Chambers of 
Commerce, Health Insurance Assn. of America, Insurance 
Economics Society of America, International Assn, of 
Accident and Health Underwriters, National Assn. of 
Insurance Brokers, Life Insurance Assn. of America, 
National Assn. of Life Underwriters, National Assn. of 
Manufacturers, National Federation of Independent Busi- 
ness, National Grange and National Taxpayers Confer- 
ence, 

In accordance with the Federal Regulation of Lobbying 
Act, the American Medical Assn. told Congress that it 
had spent $32,787.14 on lobbying during the first quarter 
of 1960. How much of the total was spent directly to 
influence the outcome ofthe Forand bill was not specified. 
However, AMA spending in 1960 was more than $21,000 
over the figure reported for the same three-month period 
in 1959. Although spending reports for most other organ- 
izations lobbying on the Forand bill were also filed with 
Congress, they were not available for review. 


Congressional Comment 


How have individual Members of Congress reacted to 
the lobbying tactics of the AMA, the AFL-CIO and other 
organizations trying to influence the fate of the Forand 
bill? 

Rep. Thomas B, Curtis (R Mo.), ranking Republican 
on the Subcommittee on Administration of the Social 
Security Laws ofthe Ways and Means Committee, said the 
AFL-CIO campaign to stir ‘‘grass roots’’ support for the 
Forand bill had failed. Curtis, who voted against re- 
porting the bill March 31, said AFL-CIO leaders early 
in 1960 decided to make the Forand bill their top legis- 
lative goal for 1960, He said the issue they had created 
was a ‘‘synthetic’’ one and had failed to catch on with 
the rank-and-file union member. He conceded that the 
unions’ writein campaign had resulted in a huge amount 
of pro-Forand mail, but said much of it consisted of 
form letters and prepared postcards. 

Curtis found fault with the postcards distributed by 
the United Auto Workers (AFL-CIO) bearing the biblical 
quotation, ‘‘Cast me not off....’’ He said the quotation, 
taken out of context, was ‘“‘blasphemous’’. The plea was 
meant to be directed to God, he said, and not to a 
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Facts and Figures 


@ Persons 65 or over as of Jan. 1, 1960: 15.8 
million. 

@ Percentage of those over 65 covered by private 
health plans: 40 percent. 

@ Number of aged eligible for Social Security 
OASI benefits: 11.6 million. 

@ Others eligible for OASI (women 62-64, widows 
and surviving children of deceased retirees): 4 
million, 

@ Total OASI eligibles: 15.6 million. 

@ Income of persons over 65 (including OASI pay- 
ments), As estimated by the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare, three-fifths of persons over 
65 had incomes iess than $1,000 during 1957; only 
one-fifth had incomes over $2,000. 

@ Annual average medical expenses for persons 
over 65: estimated by HEW to be $125 in 1959. 











legislative body. The unions were using emotions to pro- 
mote the Forand bill instead of arguments, Curtis said. 

Of the organizations opposed to the Forand bill, 
Curtis said some had not been not active enough. Acting 
on his own initiative, Curtis said he had arranged an 
April 6 luncheon meeting in New York with the heads of 
about a dozen insurance companies to prod them into 
action. He said he told the insurance executives that 
they were not getting their side of the story on the Forand 
bill through to the public and to Congress. A result of 
his efforts to stimulate the anti-Forand forces, Curtis 
said, was that some of the insurances companies had 
taken ads in newspapers and magazines explaining their 
reasons for opposing federal health insurance. 

Not all Members contacted by CQ agreed with Curtis 
in their evaluation of labor’s campaign for the Forand 
bill. Rep. Thaddeus M, Machrowicz (D Mich.), whose 
district in Detroit includes a heavy concentration of union 
members, said the AFL-CIO had been ‘‘tremendously 
effective in arousing public opinion in favor of the Forand 
bill.’’ He agreed with Curtis that pre-prepared letters 
and cards were not an accurate indication of public 
sentiment, but said that of the ‘‘bona fide letters from 
my district, almost 90 percent were in favor of the bill.’’ 

Machrowicz said he completely disagreed with 
Curtis’ contention that the pro-Forand campaign had not 
caught on with the average citizen. He said the enthusias- 
tic response of over 12,000 persons at the United Auto 
Workers rally in Detroit was ample evidence that ‘‘at the 
grass roots level, the most important issue of the day is 
the need for the Forand bill.’’ 

Machrowicz said much of the anti-Forand mail he 
had received had come from outside his district. Along 
with several other Ways and Means Committee members, 
he said a large bloc had come from Omaha, Neb., where 
the Mutual Life Insurance Co. of Omaha, a leading writer 
of health insurance, is located. 

Reps. A. Sydney Herlong Jr. (D Fla.) and Jackson 
E, Betts (R Ohio), both members of the Subcommittee, 
said organized labor had been successful in its Forand 
bill campaign because it had kept the issue in the public 
eye. They alsosaid, however, that muchofthe pro-Forand 
mail coming into their offices had come from older 
people who had written in response to labor union pam- 
phlets but who actually did not understand the Forand 


bill. Herlong said many of his letters came from people 
who were not eligible for Social Security benefits and, 
therefore, would not be protected under the Forand bill. 
Others complained of the high cost of medicine, vitamins 
and other items that would not be covered by federal 
health insurance, he said. 

Betts said that the labor organizations had tried to 
create the impression that opponents of the Forand bill 
were also against any form of aidtothe aged, an implica- 
tion he said was unfair and untrue. 


Arguments in Favor 


Arguments in favor of the Forand bill approach, 
under which the Government assumes the financial burden 
of health care for the elderly, center on two points: that 
the elderly have higher medical bills thanthe rest of the 
population, but lower incomes; and that private health 
insurance is not doing the job. 

The Social Security Department of the AFL-CIO 
March 4 issued a release entitled ‘‘Nine Good Reasons 
for the Forand Bill’’. It was intended, the union said, to 
rebut the attacks made on the measure by the American 
Medical Assn. Following are the arguments given by the 
AFL-CIO for enactment of the Forand bill: 

® Only two of five persons over 65 have private health 
insurance and much of that is inadequate. 

@ Voluntary health insurance plans for the aged have 
not sold well. Many ofthe voluntary plans are inadequate 
and the figures supporting their growth are still unproved. 

@ At least 13 million aged citizens --allthose eligible 
for Social Security -- would get lifetime protection under 
the Forand bill. In addition, asmaller number of elderly 
people not entitled to old-age benefits would be forced to 
turn to public assistance. This inturn would insure more 
adequate care from the limited funds available to the 
Government’s welfare agencies. 

@ Younger workers would also gain from the Forand 
bill because their aged parents would be protected. 
Younger workers and their families would also be pro- 
tected on retirement or if the wage-earner died and left 
young children, 

@ The Forand bill would strengthen welfare agencies 
hospitals and Blue Cross plans by relieving them of the 
high cost load and the extra care required by the aged. 

@ The cost of the Forand bill would be moderate, 
only about $1 billion during its first year of operation, 
according to the Secretary of Health, Education and 
Welfare. Higher estimates cited by the insurance industry 
and the medical profession represented the higher scale 
of commercial insurance costs. 

@ According to the Secretary of Health, Education and 
Welfare, the long-range cost estimate of the health insur- 
ance benefits would be only four-fifths of 1 percent of the 
payrolls subject to the Social Security tax. Social 
Security cash benefits would not be endang: sed. 

@ Arguments that the Forand bill wouls mean ‘‘poli- 
tical medicine’’ or ‘‘socialized medicine’’ were also used 
against medical care for the dependents of servicemen, 
workmen’s compensation, Blue Cross and Blue Shield 
plans, disability benefits, federal grants to local health 
agencies and other established programs. 

@ Persons and organizations familiar with the Social 
Security program and the health needs of the aged, such 
as the American Nurses Assn., the American Public 
Welfare Assn., the National Assn. of Social Workers and 
two former heads of the Sociai Security Administration, 
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Arthur Altmeyer and Charles I, Schottland, supported the 
Forand bill. 

In addition to the above arguments for the Forand 
bill, some of its supporters have pointed out that com- 
mercial insurance companies in 1958 paid out in benefits 
only 48.6 cents per dollar taken in premiums, according 
to the Department of Health, Education and Welfare. Non- 
profit group plans returned an average of 94.7 cents on the 
dollar. The reason for the lower return per dollar from 
commercial companies is the high cost of advertising 
and sales techniques. Backers of the Forand approach 
therefore argue that having the Government handle the 
health payments would yield the highest benefits per 
dollar. 


Arguments Against 


Most of those who oppose the Forand approach are 
no less concerned than those who favor it with the health 
problems of the elderly. But they argue that the use of 
the Social Security Old Age and Survivors Insurance trust 
fund is not the right approach, and would be more harmful 
over-all than beneficial. They argue that those most in 
need -- the indigent elderly and persons with war injuries 
-- are already protected by various forms of federal or 
state assistance, that the Government is already doing 
something about one of the most urgent problems, nursing 
care, and that a better approach to the remaining elderly 
would be the expansion of private health plans, rather 
than the introduction of the principle of ‘‘socialized 
medicine’’, through compulsory Social Security payments. 

Below is the most recent list of objections to the 
Forand bill that has been compiled by the American 
Medical Assn. 

@ The bill would result in poorer -- not better -- health 
care for the people of the country. For most of the 
people in the U.S, -- those not receiving Social Security 
benefits -- passage of the Forand bill would mean over- 
crowded hospitals and long waits for admission. 

@ The Forand billis socialized medicine, although tem- 
porarily limited in scope. If enacted, the Federal Gov- 
ernment would finance the health care of Social Security 
beneficiaries through compulsory and earmarked taxes, 
control disbursement of funds, determine the benefits to 
be provided, audit and control the records of hospitals, 
nursing homes and patients and promulgate and enforce 
its own standards of hospital and medical care. 

@ The next step, if the Forand bill established the 
precedent, would be tolower the age eligiblity and 
broaden the field of coverage, it is argued. 

@ The Forand bill would become more and more costly. 

@ The bill is a major deviation from the original cash 
benefit concept of the Social Security system. Federal 
purchase of medical care would introduce three new prin- 
ciples into the system: (1) the Government would buy 
service instead of providing cash benefits; (2) the Govern- 
ment would curtail the right of the aged to spend their 
dollars as they choose; (3)the Government would assume 
financial obligations with inherent inflationary effects and 
would hurt -- not help -- the aged who depend on pen- 
sions and other fixed income for security. 

@ The bill would not help the aged with the lowest 
incomes. Those on public assistance are not eligible 
for Social Security benefits and would receive no assist- 
ance under the Forand bill. 

@ Voluntary health insurance is making adequate pro- 
gress through expanded coverage and broader protection. 
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According to the Health Insurance Assn. of America, 60 
percent of the senior citizens who need and want health 
insurance will have protection by the end of 1960; by 
1970, 90 percent of the aged will be covered. 

@ The bill would discourage, at the community level, 
the freedom to experiment with important new techniques 
such as home care programs, day hospital service, home- 
maker services, progressive patient care and new con- 
cepts for treatment through outpatient departments and 
doctors’ offices. 

® The biil would restrict the aged in their choice of 
hospitals and physician. Only those physicians, hospitals 
and nursing homes entering into agreements with the 
Federal Government would participate. 

® The bill would destroy the traditional relationship 
between doctor and patient. The doctor would be forced 
to conform to administrative regulation which could 
hamper him from prescribing treatment which the patient 
might need. 

Many persons and organizations opposed to the 
Forand bill contend the Government already provides 
assistance to the most needy aged which covers medical 
care in some cases. The Department of Health, Educa- 
cation and Welfare has pointed out that as of June 1958 
about 2.5 million persons were receiving old-age assist- 
ance funds averaging about $61 per month, In addition, 
HEW said there were well over a million persons re- 
ceiving benefits under the Government’s railroad retire- 
ment program and federal employees’ pensions systems. 
Another 900,000 aged received veterans’ compensation or 
pension payments. 

Rep. Curtis also pointed out that Congress in 1959 
enacted a program providing Government-guaranteed 
loans for the construction of private nursing homes, 
provided they met federal standards for safety, admin- 
istration and efficiency. He said inquiries for the FHA- 
type loans had already passed the 2,000 mark although 
the program had received virtually no publicity. (1959 
Almanac p. 245) 


Political Issue 


Although Forand-type proposals of one sort or 
another have been before Congress almost every year 
since the late 1930s, 1960 may be the first year in which 
they play a decisive political role in the national elec- 
tions. The Nation’s 16 million persons 65 years of age 
or older, along with their children, who frequently assume 
the burden of their care, form a sizable bloc of voters. 

In the 1960 session, Democrats have been seeking 
to identify themselves with the concept of better health 
care for the aged; Senate Democratic Presidential candi- 
dates Wayne Morse (Ore.), Hubert H. Humphrey (Minn.) 
and John F, Kennedy (Mass.) all have bills before 
Congress (S 881, 1151, 2915) identical or similar to the 
Forand bill. Sen, Stuart Symington (D Mo.) has also en- 
dorsed the bill. 

The Administration, on the other hand, has consist- 
ently opposed the principle of using Social Security to 
finance health care for the aged. The Administration’s 
own plan was presented to Congress May 4 by HEW Sec- 
retary Arthur S, Flemming. 

Many observers believe Congressional Democratic 
strategy will be to pass the Forand bill, or some- 
thing akin to it, and defy the President to veto it in an 
election year. (Weekly Report p. 597, 622) 
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CIVIL LIBERTIES CONFERENCE 


The American Civil Liberties Union April 24 wound 
up a three-day biennial conference in Chicago with a 
demand for abolition of the House Un-American Activi- 
ties Committee. The conference unanimously adopted a 
resolution urging ACLU’s national board to make its 
campaign against the Committee ‘‘a prime order of 
business in the,immediate future’’. 

The resolution took the same position as a speech 
prepared for delivery tothe House April 25 by Rep. James 
Roosevelt (D Calif.) (See below) 

Other actions by the policy group indicated that in 
the near future the ACLU would: 

@® Press for strict enforcement of the recently passed 
Civil Rights Act of 1960 (HR 8601), 

@ Advocate the enactment of a federal fair employment 
practices law. 

@ Provide assistance to persons under investigation by 
legislative bodies in Southern states where, a spokesman 
charged, tactics of ‘‘McCarthyism’’ have been used in 
cases involving rights of Negroes. 

® Work for repeal of the loyalty oath required of 
students seeking Government loans under the National 
Defense Education Act. 

@ Continue to oppose undue censorship, religion in 
public schools and the Smith Act, which made ‘‘mere 
membership in an organization a crime’’. 

The main speech of the three-day meeting was 
delivered by Walter Millis, formerly an editorial writer 
for the New York Herald Tribune and currently a con- 
sultant to the Fund for the Republic. He now serves on 
the ACLU national board. 

Millis said the ‘‘great heresy hunt’’ of the McCarthy 
period apparently was over, but ‘‘too much of its 
spirit survives.” 

Millis said there was cause for alarm ‘‘at the extent 
to which the methods learned in the anti-Communist 
crusade have reappeared in the race problems of the 
South.’” The changes in U.S, planning that have been 
brought on by Soviet accomplishments in nuclear and 
space warfare, he said, ‘‘revealed how grossly we had 
been over-valuing the...importance of ‘security’ to the 
national survival.’’ 

Persons and groups participating in the ‘‘heresy 
hunt’’ have ‘‘run out of victims,’’ Millis said, because 
“‘most of the organizations on the famed Attorney 
General’s list (of subversive organizations) are defunct.”’ 

ROOSEVELT SPEECH 

Rep. Roosevelt delivered his prepared speech on 
the Un-American Activities Committee to the House the 
day after the conclusion of the ACLU conference. He 
said the Committee ‘“‘has become an agency for the 
destruction of human dignity and constitutional rights.’’ 

He accused it of attacking the National Council of 
Churches and making an ‘‘abortive and cruel foray’’ into 
the educational system of California. 

“‘We cannot go on blinking at the nature of the 
Committee and its operations -- by ignoringit we simply 
default to its viciousness,’’ Roosevelt said. 


He contended that more and more House members 
had come to agree with his conclusion that the investigat- 
ing group had outlived any usefulness it might have had. 

Roosevelt in 1959 introduced a resolution (H Res 53) 
to abolish the Committee but there was no action. (1959 
Weekly Report p. 45, 73) 


LABOR-MANAGEMENT PARLEYS 


The White House April 26 announced that preliminary 
plans had been approved for a series of high-level 
conferences between labor union officials and business 
executives. 

The announcement came after President Eisenhower 
met with AFL-CIO President George Meany, who sug- 
gested the conferences in November 1959, and Secretary 
of Labor James P, Mitchell. Meany agreed to select 
three high AFL-CIO officials to sit on a Committee of 
Six to arrange the talks; the President planned to ask the 
president of the National Assn. of Manufacturers, Rudolph 
M. Bannow, to select three business executives -- board 
chairmen or corporation presidents -- for the arrange- 
ments committee. The White House said the Government 
would in no way participate in any phase of the dis- 
cussions, 

Topics to be considered at the conferences, the 
President said, would be matters of interest tothe general 
public, to labor and management. He mentioned the 
‘‘maintenance of industrial peace, price stability, incen- 
tive for continuous investment, economic growth, produc- 
tivity and world labor standards.”’ 

Mitchell later told a news conference he hoped the 
six-man planning committee would meet within a month. 

The idea for labor-management ‘‘summit”’ confer- 
ences was suggested by AFL-CIO president Meany in a 
letter to the President in November 1959 during the United 
Steelworkers’ (AFL-CIO) strike, President Eisenhower 
endorsed the idea and inhis State of the Union message to 
Congress Jan. 7 declared that the lengthy steel strike had 
demonstrated the need for better understanding between 
management and labor. (1959 Weekly Report p. 1487, 
1960 Weekly Report p. 41) 

Mitchell said he believed ‘‘a lot of good could come’ 
out of the discussions, possibly because the Government 
would be excluded from them, Previous attempts at 
such conferences had failed, he intimated, because they 
were sponsored by the Government. He said the forth- 
coming parleys should lead to success, because “‘respon- 
sibility is placed squarely on labor and management.’’ 

In Chicago the day after the White House announce- 
ment, Mitchell urged railroad labor and management to 
work together for a gradual elimination of Government 
subsidies to other forms of transportation. Ina speech to 
the Railway Employees’ Department of the AFL-CIO April 
27, Mitchell called for a ‘‘fundamental overhauling’”’ of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, which regulates 
railroads, and of the transportation laws. 

Mitchell said railway management, labor and the 
Government should get together to consider ‘‘the introduc- 
tion of user charges so that each mode of transportation 
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carries its fair share of the burden of public expenditures 
from which they now profit unequally.’’ 


AFL-CIO 


The AFL-CIO Executive Council May 3 said the 
record of the 86th Congress was ‘‘a record of failure’’: 
in the first four months of the 1960 session, only a civil 
rights bill “‘so feeble and so limited in scope that its 
value is dubious’’ had been passed. The Council called 
for enactment of legislation for: Social Security health 
benefits for the aged; a $1.25 an hour minimum wage; 
federal grants to the states for school construction; 
federal grants to depressed areas; boosting new housing 
starts; broadened public housing, slum clearance and 
urban redevelopment programs and a middle-income 
housing program; legalization of common-site picketing; 
a pay raise for federal employees; an end to the decline 
in farm income; and minimum federal standards for 
state unemployment compensation programs, 





Lobbyist Registrations 


Nine new registrations filed under the Federal Regu- 
lation of Lobbying Act were made public April 23-29. (For 
earlier registrations, see Weekly Report p. 723) 

Registrations are listed by category (with employers 
listed alphabetically): Business, Citizens, Farm, Foreign, 
Individuals, Labor, Military and Veterans, and Profes- 
sional, Where certain information is not listed (such as 
legislative interest or compensation), the information was 
not filed by the registrant. 


Business Groups 


@ EMPLOYER -- Aerospace Industries Assn. of America 
Inc., 610 Shoreham Bldg., Washington 5, D.C, 

Registrant -- V.J, ADDUCI, assistant legislative 
counsel, 610 Shoreham Bldg., Washington 5, D.C. Filed 
4/11/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Any legislation affecting the 
transportation interests of the aircraft, missile, and 


spacecraft manufacturing industry.”’ 


@ EMPLOYER -- American Smelting & Refining Co., New 
York, N.Y.; American Zinc, Lead & Smelting Co., St. 
Louis, Mo.; Athletic Mining & Smelting Co., Fort Smith, 
Ark.; Matthiessen & Hegeler, La Salle, I1l., and National 
Zinc Co., Bartlesville, Okla. 

Registrant -- BEN H, GUILL, consultant, 815 15th 
St. N.W., Washington 5, D.C, Filed 4/13/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Restrictions to imports of 
lead and zinc.”’ 


@ EMPLOYER -- Emergency Lead-Zinc 
1102 Ring Bldg., Washington, D.C, 
Registrant -- CLARK L, WILSON, 1868 Millbrook 
Rd., Salt Lake City 6, Utah. Filed 4/13/60. 
Legislative Interest -- ‘Any legislation pertaining to 
lead-zinc industry’’. 


Committee, 


@ EMPLOYER -- 
Chicago, Ill. 

Registrant -- 

South LaSalle St., Chicago 3, Ill. 


Gypsum Assn., 201 North Wells St., 
THADDEUS S. SNELL, lawyer, 134 
Filed 4/9/60. 
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Legislative Interest -- “‘Suspension of duty on 


casein’’. 
@ EMPLOYER -- Pinkerton’s National Detective Agency 
Inc., 154 Nassau St., New York, N.Y. 

Registrant -- ROYALL, KOEGEL, HARRIS & CAS- 
KEY, law firm, and two of its partners, RALPHD, 
PITTMAN and ROBERT D., LARSEN, Wire Bldg., Wash- 
ington 5, D.C, Filed 4/9/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘In support of repeal of 
section 53, title 5 of the United States Code.’’ 

Previous Registration -- The registrant was for- 
merly Dwight, Royall, Harris, Koegel & Caskey, who 
registered for the following: Columbia Pictures Corp., 
Loew’s Inc., Paramount Pictures Corp., RKO Radio Pic- 
tures Inc,, Twentieth Century Fox Film Corp. and Warner 
Bros. Pictures Inc. (1955 Almanac p. 686); Temporary 
Commission to Study Federally Aided Welfare Programs 
(1953 Almanac p. 598); Monsanto Chemical Co., Rayon 
Staple Fiber Producers Assn., Texas Employees Insur- 
ance Assn, (1956 Almanac p. 674, 677, 679); Monsanto 
Chemical Co., Lockheed Aircraft Corp., Rayon Staple 
Fiber Producers Assn., National Tax Equality Assn, (1957 
Almanac p. 749, 754, 752). 

Ralph D, Pittman registered separately on all of 
the above registrations. 


@ EMPLOYER AND REGISTRANT -- REGIONAL BROAD- 
CASTERS, Broadcasting-Telecasting Bldg., 1735 DeSales 
St. N.W., Washington 6, D.C, Filed 4/11/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Ratification of the North 
American Regional Broadcasting Agreement and the 
Mexican Broadcasting Agreement and pending legislation 
affecting operation hours of daytime broadcasting stations 
-- HR 6676, 6868, 8286, 9627, 10275.’’ 


@ EMPLOYER -- James W, Rouse & Co. Inc., 14 West 
Saratoga St., Baltimore 1, Md.; Walker & Dunlop Inc., 
905 16th St. N.W., Washington, D.C,; Frederick W. Berens 
Inc., 1722 L St. N.W., Washington, D.C.; The Carey 
Winston Co., 1723 Connecticut Ave. N.W., Washington, 
D.C.; B.F. Saul Co., 925 15th St. N.W., Washington, D.C, 

Registrant ~-- SAMUEL E, NEEL, attorney, 1001 15th 
St. N.W., Washington 5, D.C, Filed 4/15/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘To amend the District of 
Columbia Corporation Act, HR 11228, S 3227’’. 

Previous Registration -- Mortgage Bankers Assn. of 
America (1947 Almanac p. 760). 


Farm Group 


@ EMPLOYER -- American Farm Bureau 
2300 Merchandise Mart, Chicago 54, III. 
Registrant -- JOHN I. TAYLOR, assistant legislative 
director, American Farm Bureau Federation, 425 13th 
St. N.W., Washington 4, D.C, Filed 4/8/60. 
Legislative Interest -- ‘“‘Development, use and 
ownership of natural resources’”’. 


Federation, 


Labor Group 


@ EMPLOYER -- Canal Zone Central labor Union, Box 
471, Balboa, Canal Zone, Federation of Trade and Labor 
Unions, 

Registrant -- SAMUEL ROE JR., 815 16th St. N.W., 
Washington, D.C, Filed 4/14/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘All bills affecting workers 
on the Panama Canal.”’ 
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WHEAT BILL 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Agriculture and Forestry. 

ACTION -- May 2 reported an amended bill (S 2759 
-- S Rept 1306) to reduce wheat stocks by cutting produc- 
tion without reducing wheat producers’ income. The 
measure was approved by the Committee April 27. 
(Weekly Report p. 744) 

For the 1961, 1962 and 1963 wheat crops, S 2759: 


@ Set price supports at 80 percent of parity. 

@ Provided for a cut of 20 percent intotal wheat acre- 
age, currently about 55 million acres. 

@ Authorized ‘‘payments-in-kind’’ of Government-held 
wheat stocks to farmers agreeing to the 20percent acre- 
age cutback; the payments-in-kind would be equal to one- 
half the value of the wheat that would have been produced 
on the withdrawn land, 

@ Required compliance with acreage allotments by 
stopping price support payments and payments-in-kind to 
farmers using the wheat land taken out of production for 
another crop or for grazing. 

@ Provided additional payments-in-kind to farmers 
taking more than 30 percent of their wheat acreage out of 
production if they used the land for soil and water con- 
servation, 

@ Reduced from 15 to 12the maximum number of acres 
a farmer could plant and still not be subject to the bill. 

@ Prohibited price support payments for any other com- 
modity produced in 1961, 1962 or 1963 to wheat producers 
failing to comply with requirements for wheat price sup- 
ports. 

@ Preserved farm wheat acreage history even though 
no wheat would be planted during the three-year period. 

e Provided that if the 1961 wheat marketing quota should 
be disapproved by more than one-third of the producers 
voting in a referendum wheat marketing quotas and 
acreage allotments would be ended for 1961 and all sub- 
sequent crops and wheat price support levels would be 
reduced to 50 percent of parity. 

According to Agriculture Department estimates, the 
report said, the 1960 wheat crop would total about 1.2 
billion bushels, the fifth largest on record. Supplies 
during the 1959-60 marketing year were 2.4 billion bushels 
compared to estimated wheat disappearance of 1.1 billion. 
The carryover of wheat on July 1, 1960 therefore, the 
Committee said, would be 1.3 billion bushels. It said a 
further increase appeared likely by July 1, 1961. 


NASA FUNCTIONS 


COMMITTEE -- House Science and Astronautics. 

ACTION -- May 3 introduced a clean bill (HR 10249) 
to revise the National Aeronautics and Space Actof 1958. 
(Weekly Report p. 597) 

As ordered reported, the bill, as requested by the 
President in a speciai message Jan. 14: (1) made clear 
that the National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
had sole responsibility for managing the Nation’s non- 
military space program; (2) scrapped existing provisions 
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that imposed on the President duties for detailed planning 
of the program and abolished the National Aeronautics 
and Space Council, whose function was to advise him on 
such planning; (3) gave the President power to decide 
whether to assign the development of each new launch 
vehicle project to NASA or to the Defense Department; 
(4) abolished the Civilian-Military Liaison Committee, 
but contrary to the President’s request, established inits 
place a civilian-military coordinating board; and (5) pro- 
vided that the Government could acquire a royalty-free 
license to all inventions developed by NASA contractors. 
(Weekly Report p. 119) 

The Committee concluded hearings April 4. High- 
lights of testimony: 

March 31 -- R.F, Mettler of Space Technology Lab- 
oratories Inc. said the proposals ‘“‘more clearly defining 
the functions and objectives of NASA’”’ and the Defense 
Department were steps ‘‘in the right dircction.’’ 

Lee A. DuBridge, president of the California Institute 
of Technology, supported the proposed amendments and 
said a ‘‘single all-inclusive space organization’’ was 
neither necessary, feasible or desirable. He said it would 
be ‘‘unrealistic to expect a civilian organization to give 
adequate and expert attention to military space pro- 
grams’’ and equally unrealistic to expect the military to 
devote large sums of money and ‘‘inspired attention to 
pure scientific research.”’ 

April 4 -- NASA head T. Keith Glennan endorsed 
the Administration proposals. 


IDA 


The Senate Foreign Relations Committee May 3 post- 
poned for two weeks consideration of a bill (S 3074) to 
provide for U.S, participation in the International Develop- 
ment Assn. and authorize an initial U.S. subscription of 
$320,290,000, (Weekly Report p. 499) 

The postponement was made at the request of Sen. 
George D. Aiken (R Vt.) who said he was having a study 
made to determine whether “‘there is the need for this 
new agency in view of the work that the World Bank, the 
Development Loan Fund, the Export-Import Bank and 
other such agencies are doing.”’ 

’ In a related development, Chairman J.W, Fulbright 
(D Ark.) May 2, during Senate debate on the Mutual Secur- 
ity Program, read a letter written April 29 by Treasury 
Secretary Robert B. Anderson to Rep. Brent Spence (D 
Ky.), Chairman of the House Banking and Currency Com- 
mittee, which was also considering an IDA bill (HR 11001). 
Anderson urged the House Committee to reject an amend- 
ment which would prohibit IDA loans to countries imped- 
ing free navigation through international waterways and 
thus, in effect, bar loans to the United Arab Republic. 
Anderson said adoption of the amendment would necessi- 
tate a renegotiation of the Articles of Agreement of IDA 
and the complexity of this would, in all probability, 
scuttle IDA entirely. 

A similar amendment was attached to the Mutual 
Security Bill (HR 11510) by both the House and the 
Senate (see p. 781). 
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PAYOLA INVESTIGATION 


COMMITTEE -- House Interstate and ForeignCom- 
merce, Legislative Oversight Subcommittee. 

CONCLUDED HEARINGS -- On deceptive broad- 
casting practices. (Weekly Report p. 743)  Testi- 
mony: 

April 29 -- Disc jockey Dick Clark said he had 
“sought the opportunity for diversified investments of my 
energies and resources...investments and opportunities 
which would continue after my performing popularity had 
waned or disappeared,’’ but that ‘‘I have never agreed to 
play a record or have an artist pefform...in return for a 
payment in cash or any other consideration.’’ Clark 
reviewed the formation of 33 music companies and record 
firms in which he had at one time or another held in- 
terests ranging up to 100percent, but said he had divested 
himself of all outside interests at the request of his em- 
ployer, the American Broadcasting Co., after the Novem- 
ber 1959 beginning of the payola inquiry. 

Clark conceded he knew a record firm in which he 
had an interest had paid $20,000 to disc jockeys over a 
20-month period and that he had accepted $4,500 in gifts 
from one record promoter but said such ‘‘reimburse- 
ments’’ were discontinued in 1958. 

Robert W, Lishman, the Subcommittee’s chief coun- 
sel, presented a summary of Clark’s investments since 
1957 which showed $576,570 in gains -- including 
$167,570 in salaries and $409,COO in an ‘‘increase in 
stockholder’s equity over investment.”’ 

May 2 -- The Subcommittee released earlier closed 
session testimony by two New York record manufacturers 
and music publishers, George Paxton and George Gold- 
ner, in which they said they had surrendered, without 
charge, complete copyright interests to music publishing 
firms owned by Clark with the understanding this would 
foster their music’s promotion. Goldner said a repre- 
sentative of the Clark firm had asked for the copyrights 
and that Clark had subsequently played all but about one 
of the records for which he received the copyrights from 
him. 

Clark admitted under questioning he had been paid 
$7,000 by American Airlines for plugs at the end of pro- 
grams stating that guests had been flown by the airline. 
He said he was not sure the guests actually had used 
American Airlines, did not know the details of the agree- 
ment, but believed the network had approved the deal and 
it was “‘standard practice’’ in the industry. Clark also 
admitted a former associate producer of his ‘‘American 
Bandstand’’ show, Anthony Mammarella, told him in 
November 1959 that he had accepted payola from record 
firms, but Clark said he had not mentioned the matter to 
a Subcommittee investigator because he ‘‘preferred that 
Mr. Mammarella tell his own story.”’ 

May 3 -- Ben Hoberman, ABC station manager for 
WABC, New York, said Allan J. Freed, who was fired as 
a radio disc jockey in November 1959 for refusing to sign 
a network affidavit on payola, had been required to pay 
the station $10,000 for plugging each of three theater 
shows Freed sponsored. 

Leonard H, Goldenson, ABC president, said the pay- 
ments by Freed were perfectly proper, that Clark had been 
given no preferential treatment over Freed and that affi- 
davits presented to both disc jockeys were to ‘‘elicit 
the same information.”’ 

The Subcommittee released figures, based on a mail 
survey, that showed 130 record distributors had handed 
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out $263,244 in payola in the last two years to 207 disc 
jockeys and other radio-TV personnel and to 12 stations 
themselves. 


DRUG PRICES 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Judiciary, Antitrust and 
Monopoly Subcommittee. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On administered prices 
in the drug industry. (Weekly Report p. 743) Testimony: 

April 28 -- Subcommittee member Everett McKinley 
Dirksen (R Ill.) forced delay in the scheduled hearing 
when he blocked the unanimous Senate consent required 
for the Committee to meet during a Senate session. He 
said the Subcommittee, composed mainly of men who 
were lawyers by profession, seemed an unlikely groupto 
explore the disputed safety and efficacy of an oral dia- 
betes drug, Diabinese. Dirksen said he would demand a 
closed session for ‘‘laying out some better guidelines.’’ 

(John E, McKeen, president of Charles Pfizer & Co., 
the manufacturer of Diabinese, made public a letter to 
Chairman Estes Kefuaver (D Tenn.) questioning whether 
the hearings had entered an improper area. He said his 
company endorsed an April 27 proposal by Dr. Alexander 
Marble, Boston diabetes specialist, for a study of new 
drugs by some scientific forum.) 

May 3 -- Dr. Samuel D. Loube, former president of 
the Washington, D.C,, Diabetic Society, said he considered 
Diabinese ‘‘valuable’’ for treating some patients but that 
it could have serious side effects. He said the Pfizer Co. 
had distributed widely medical literature telling the entire 
story of the drug but he wished the drug industry generally 
would use more self-restraint in its advertising. 

Dirksen again forced the hearing to recess by refus- 
ing in the Senate to give unanimous consent for its meet- 
ing. Kefauver told the hearing that Dirksen ‘‘misunder- 
stands the issue,’’ and that the main question was not 
whether one drug was better than another but whether the 
producers of Diabinese had made excessive claims in 
advertising. 

(Dirksen inserted in the Congressional Record a May 
2 letter sent to Kefauver byDr. James M. Moss, director 
of the Georgetown University Diabetic Clinic, which said 
“careless testimony’’ on Diabinese April 27 by Dr. Henry 
Dolger ‘‘has created undue anxiety among patients with 
diabetes.’” Moss said some patients had discontinued 
the drug and ‘‘do not plan to return to the physician who 
prescribed”’ it, and that Kefauver would ‘‘be directly re- 
sponsible for the irreversible deterioration of the health 
of these unfortunate victims of achronicdisease.’’ Moss 
said the only person qualified to decide on medication for 
a patient was ‘‘the physician who has examined the patient 
and who has studied the literature containing the reports 
of the experiences of other physicians.’’) 

May 4 -- Kefauver submitted a report from the Food 
and Drug Administration stating that an October 1958 
letter sent by Pfizer along with a brochureto every doc- 
tor in the country announcing the marketing of Diabinese 
‘‘contained misleading comparisons’’ with other oral 
diabetes drugs. The report said FDA ‘“‘strongly rebuked”’ 
Pfizer both for the letter and for failing to clear its text 
with the agency ‘‘because of the importance of the drug 
and great risk’’ of introducing it. 

McKeen denied the letter was misleading, said it had 
not been cleared with FDA because of a misunderstanding 
but the matter later was ‘‘satisfactorily cleared up’’ and 
an FDA-approved letter was sent out. 
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FOREIGN TRADE 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS --OnU,S, positionin foreign 
trade. (Weekly Report p. 741) 

April 28 -- Samuel C, Waugh, president of the Export- 
Import Bank, explained the bank’s new Government -backed 
program for insuring short term (up to 180 days) com- 
mercial export transactions against political risks (war, 
expropriation, inconvertibility, etc.).Underthe plan com- 
mercial banks extending credit to exporters would insure 
against political risks as agents for Eximbank, 

Alfred H. Von Klemperer, Assistant to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, said the Administration had decided that 
the Government, through Eximbank, should help exporters 
by expanding its insurance program against political 
risks, but let commercial insurance companies guarantee 
exporters against commercial risks (credit failures, etc.) 
Von Klemperer indicated the Administration would re- 
evaluate its policy if commercial firms failed to cover 
commercial risks. 

Francis C, Scafuro, chairman of the National Coordi- 
nating Committee for Export Credit Guarantees of the 
International Section, New York Board of Trade, outlined 
his group’s plan for a federally-chartered Export Credit 
Guarantee Corporation which would insure exporters 
against political, commercial and catastrophic risks. The 
new corporation would be privately financed and con- 
trolled, but would borrow Treasury funds when neces- 
sary. Scafuro said the corporation would be similar to 
governmental organizations currently guaranteeing West 
European and Japanese traders against commercial or 
political losses. He said the new Eximbank plan would 
‘‘not equal the effectiveness of a single, well-integrated 
and specialized export credit guarantee organization.”’ 

Numerous U.S. exporting firms testified, most of 
them favoring Scafuro’s plan. Richard G, Lurie, editor 
of American Exporter Publications, said a survey of U.S, 
exporters showed that total U.S. exports in 1959 might 
have been 10% higher if a comprehensive export credit 
insurance program, such as existed in other countries, 
had been available to U.S, manufacturers. 

May 2 -- Bradley Fisk, Assistant Secretary of Com- 
merce for International Affairs, said the Government had 
only recently begun active steps to encourage foreign 
travel to the U.S, because previous U.S. policy had dic- 
tated a maximum export of American dollars and minimum 
import of foreign capital to encourage economic recovery 
abroad after World War II. He said President Eisen- 
hower’s proclamation of 1960 as ‘‘Visit the United States 
of America Year’’ marked the beginning of the ‘‘first con- 
centrated effort toincrease the flow of travel to this coun- 
try from abroad.’’ Fisk said the U.S. was promoting 
foreign visits through limited programs of the Office of 
International Travel in the Commerce Department, the 
Travel Advisory Committee and the Interdepartmental 
Travel Policy Committee. 

May 2-3 -- Representatives of U.S, travel agencies, 
transportation and hotel industries and advertising agen- 
cies endorsed the principles of S 3102, introduced by 
Committee Chairman Warren G, Magnuson (D Wash.), to 
create an Office of International Travel and Tourism in the 
Commerce Department to promote travel tothe U.S. under 
an estimated annual budget of up to $5 million dollars. 
Witnesses said the Government must take a more active 
role in promoting tourism. They recommended travel 


promotion offices in foreign cities, extensive advertising 
campaigns, low cost accommodations, removal of visa 
requirements for foreign visitors, and negotiation of fur- 
ther relaxation of currency restrictions. 


SMALL BUSINESS 


The Senate Small Business Committee April 27 issued 
a report (S Rept 1293) on the administration of the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958, and recommended chang- 
es in the law, (1958 Almanac p. 258) Noting that 79 small 
business investment companies (SBICs), with total private 
capital of $40 million, had been licensed as of March 7, 
the report concluded the SBIC program has ‘‘proved the 
soundness of its basic design.’’ But the total equity needs 
of small business, the report said, ‘‘areinthe billions of 
dollars -- not in the tens of millions.’’ 

The Committee recommended six legislative changes: 

® Increase the maximum amount of subordinated deben- 
tures the Small Business Administration may buy in an 
SBIC from $150,000 to $1 million, and double the limit on 
SBA loans to SBICs, from 50 percent of the company’s 
capital to 100 percent. These changes would permit an 
SBIC with $1 million in private capital to acquire total 
resources of $4 million and give it the same ‘‘leverage’’ 
of 4-to-l now available to the smallest SBIC with 
$150,000 in private capital. The changes are needed, the 
report said, because ‘‘the minimum economic size foran 
independent SBIC is inthe range of between $1 million and 
$5 million of lendable funds.’’ 

@ Allow SBICs to grant restricted stock options toem- 
ployees to attract and keep able managers. SBICs, the 
report said, ‘‘should not be saddled with this disadvantage 
during their pioneering stage.’’ 

@® Permit SBICs to set up tax-deductible bad-debt 
reserves up to 20 percent of capital, in keeping with the 
similar reserve authorized by law for savings and loan 
associations. 

@ Permit SBICs to “‘pass through”’ to their stockhold- 
ers, free of tax, any capital gains, a privilege enjoyed by 
regulated investment companies. ‘‘Ifthis is advisable for 
investment trusts, a huge, established, and booming indus- 
try, it ought a fortiori to be extended to SBICs, a pioneer- 
ing experiment in helping small business,’’ the report said. 

®@ Authorize SBICs to participate in regular SBA loans 
of more than 5 years’ maturity. ‘‘All other financial in- 
stitutions are able toaugment their income and help offset 
their overhead by the fees they receive from SBA for 
servicing participation loans,’’ the report said. ‘‘Why 
should SBICs be the lone outcast?’’ 

@ Place a ceiling on maximum SBIC interest charges of 
double the prime long-term-credit rate. Congress, the 
report said, ‘‘did not think it was conferring Government 
approval of loan sharks, nordidit anticipate it would lend 
SBICs public dollars at 5 percentinterest for relending at 
15 percent interest,’’ a practice permitted by the Small 
Business Administration. 

In addition, the Committee urged enactment ofS 2611, 
passed by the Senate in 1959, which would free SBICs to 
make any form of equity investment and repeal a re- 
quirement that borrowers purchase shares in SBICs. 
(1959 Almanac p, 276) The Committee also recommended 
a series of changes in administrative practices, including 
prompt publication of SBA regulations in the Federal 
Register, a procedure required by law but flouted in 
practice, according to the report. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- The House Banking 
and Currency Committee May 5 ordered S 2611 reported. 
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COMMON-SITE PICKETING 


COMMITTEE -- House Education and Labor. 

ACTION -- April 27 reported a bill (HR 9070 -- 
H Rept 1556) to permit common-site picketing at con- 
struction sites. (Weekly Report p. 652) 

The Committee said unions having grievances against 
a single employer should be allowed to strike against all 
employers on a joint construction site because the em- 
ployers on that site, in practice if not legally, operated 
as partners. 

Committee Chairman Graham A, Barden (D N.C.) 
opposed HR 9070 in additional views. He said unions 
with common-site picketing power could close down any 
construction project and this could have a ‘‘devastating 
effect...on the health and welfare of a community, or upon 
our national defense effort’’. Barden said employers on 
a construction site normally did not act factually as part- 
ners or co-partners. ‘‘It is not uncommon for one con- 
tractor to make a profit on a construction project while 
another contractor on the same project suffers a substan- 
tial loss’’, Barden said. 

Ranking Committee Republican Rep. Carroll D. 
Kearns (Pa.) said enactment of HR 9070 would be a ‘‘dis- 
service to all concerned’’. Kearns said supporters of 
HR 9070 had not agreed on its meaning and that the bill 
would intensify racial discrimination by certain unions 
who would use common-site picketing to force such dis- 
crimination. 

Reps. Clare E, Hoffman (R Mich.) and Edgar W, Hie- 
stand (R Calif.) said HR 9070 should be rejected because 
it would: establish a ‘‘disastrous’’ precedent; subject 
employers not involved in construction labor disputes to 
undue harassment; legally force construction employees 
to join construction labor unions; help labor racketeers; 
help Teamster Union President James R. Hoffa; enable 
certain unions to get a ‘‘stranglehold’’ on many construc- 
tion materials; increase the cost of construction; encour- 
age undesirable restraints on trade; permit secondary 
boycotts in the construction industry; conflict with state 
laws governing the letting of contracts for state and local 
construction projects. 

Reps. Stuyvesant Wainwright (R N.Y.) and Robert P. 
Griffin (R Mich.) opposed HR 9070 and said that existing 
law protected construction unions’ rights to engage in 
primary picketing at construction sites provided it did not 
have the effect of a secondary boycott. 


FEDERAL, POSTAL PAY 
COMMITTEE -- House Post Office and Civil Service. 
ACTION -- May 4 ordered reported an amended bill 

(HR 9883) providing a 9 percent pay raise for 1.6 million 
federal workers, witha guaranteed minimum pay increase 
of $350 a year. The bill would cost the Government 
approximately $810 million annually. 

The Committee voted 16-4 to approve the bill, with 
Chairman Tom Murray (D Tenn.), and Reps. Edward H. 
Rees (R Kan.), H.R. Gross (R Iowa) and August E, Johan- 
sen (R Mich.) reportedly voting against the measure. 
(Weekly Report p. 742) 

The 9 percent pay increase, to become effective July 
1, 1960 would raise the salaries of 960,000 classified 
employees, 550,000 postal workers, 20,000 Veterans’ 
Administration workers, 4,100 employees of the Judicial 
Branch, 6,200 employees of the Legislative Branch, 
12,600 foreign service employees and 20,000 Agricultural 
Stabilization Conservation employees. 


Committee Roundup - 4 


The Committee also made permanent a temporary 
2.5 percent pay increase for postal workers. This pro- 
vision was included in both HR 9883 and a separate bill 
(HR 9890) also reported the same day as a safeguard for 
the 2.5 percent raise against a possible veto. The 2.5 
percent increase, enacted in 1958, was duetoexpire Jan. 
29, 1961. The 9 percent increase for postal workers voted 
by the Committee would be in addition to the 2.5 percent 
raise. 

The Committee May 3 rejected a 10 percent increase 
by a 10-12 vote and a 6 percent increase by a 2-20 vote. 
May 4 a 7% percent raise was rejected by a 9-13 vote. 

Before approving the bill, the Committee April 29 
completed hearings on HR 9883 and other pay raise bills. 
Highlights of testimony: 

April 28-29 -- Postmaster General Arthur E, Sum- 
merfield said there was no justification for any pay in- 
creases and without provisions for raising additional 
revenue, the proposals could double the expected $603 
million postal deficit for fiscal 1961. 

* - * * * 

COMMITTEE -- Senate Post Office and Civil Service. 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On pay increases for postal 
and federal workers. 

TESTIMONY -- April 28 -- Budget Bureau Director 
Maurice Stans said there was no justification at the pres- 
ent time for pay increases. 

Civil Service Commission Chairman Roger W, Jones 
said any pay increases should be postponed until the 
Government completed a survey of private wage levels 
for white collar workers. 

May 3 -- William C, Doherty, President of the 
National Assn. of Letter Carriers (AFL-CIO), said 
postal workers were underpaid and should not have to 
wait for wage increases until the Government study was 
completed. Doherty said postal positions were not in- 
cluded in the study and that at least four other Govern- 
ment wage studies during the past seven years were 
virtually ignored and semi-suppressed ‘‘presumably 
because they did not produce the results the Administra- 
tion wanted’’. 


HAWAII OMNIBUS ACT 


COMMITTEE -- House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

ACTION -- May 2 reported a clean bill (HR 11602 -- 
H Rept 1564) to amend federal laws to give Hawaii equal 
status with other states and thereby complete its transi- 
tion to statehood. The bill was ordered reported April 4. 

The Hawaii Omnibus Act would provide for Hawaii’s 
participation in federal grant-in-aid programs ona com- 
parable basis with the other states. Provisionwas made 
for public assistance grants to Hawaii to be computed on 
relative per capita income, rather than the former special 
basis for Hawaiiasaterritory. The Committee estimated 
that these ‘‘open-ended’’ grants would result in Hawaii 
receiving about $215,000 a year more in federal funds 
for public assistance. Other annual increases of almost 
$10,000 were also provided. 

The bill also included a grant of $6 million to the 
University of Hawaii to aid agricultural and mechanical 
education, This provision would give Hawaii treatment 
equal to that afforded other states under the Morrill Act 
of 1862. 

The bill omitted reference to the Sugar Act of 1948 
because of the expected Congressional action on the Act, 
due to expire Dec. 31, 1960. (Weekly Report p. 438) 
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LEAD-ZINC SUBSIDIES 


COMMITTEE -- House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

ACTION -- May 4 ordered reported an amended bill 
(HR 8860) to stabilize the market for small lead and zinc 
producers. (Weekly Report p. 697) 

Under the bill, when the market price for lead fell 
below 17 cents a pound or the market price for zinc 
fell below 14% cents a pound, the Secretary of Interior 
was authorized to pay small lead and zinc producers the 
difference between the market prices and the above fig- 
ures for those products. HR 8860 defined a small pro- 
ducer as one who did not produce or sell more than 2,000 
tons of lead or 2,000 tons of zinc a year. The bill au- 
thorized payments of up to $4,840,000 annually until the 
program expired Dec. 31, 1965. 


REGULATORY AGENCIES 


New issues arose last week in the running contro- 
versy surrounding the activities of federal regulatory 
agencies. Following are the major developments: 


FPC NOMINATIONS 


President Eisenhower May 2 nominated Thomas J. 
Donegan of New York, a former agent for the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation and currently a member of the 
Subversive Activities Control Board, to succeed William 
R, Connole, who had been regarded asa protector of con- 
sumer interests on the FPC, Connole’s five-year term 
was to expire June 22 and various public officials, state 
regulatory commissioners and Members of Congress had 
urged his reappointment. The President, who appointed 
Connole, told his April 27 news conference: “‘I think I can 
get a better man, and that’s all.’’ (Weekly Report p, 695) 

The President at the same time nominated Paul A. 
Sweeney, Justice Department attorney and a Democrat, 
to fill the unexpired FPCterm, until June 22, 1963, of 
the late John B, Hussey. In announcing the nominations, 
White House Press Secretary James C, Hagerty said 
Mr. Eisenhower was abandoning the practice of naming 
specific representatives of consumer, oil or natural gas 
interest groups. Hagerty said: ‘‘The President does not 
think this is the way it should be done, although it has 
been the practice in the past.”’ 

Sen. Thomas J. Dodd (D Conn.) May 3 said he would 
‘do all I can to see that the record is made clear’’ on 
why Connole was not reappointed and in a May 4 speech 
on the Senate floor urged delaying confirmation of Done- 
gan until the President gave a ‘‘full explanation of his 
action. Sen, A.S, Mike Monroney (D Okla.) May 4 said 
he thought Donegan and Sweeney both were actually se- 
lected by Vice President Richard M. Nixon and Attorney 
General William P. Rogers. Sen. William Proxmire (D 
Wis.) May 3 aiso called for an explanation of the action. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


The House Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee’s Special Legislative Oversight Subcommittee 
April 26-27 and May 4 held secret hearings on a report 
by FPC member Arthur Kline that his office had been 
ransacked over the April 23 weekend. Kline, along with 
FPC Chairman Jerome Kuykendall and Connole, was in- 
volved in an inquiry into alleged off-the-record agency 
talks, prior to a rate decision, with a gas pipeline 
company attorney, Thomas G, Corcoran. Subcommittee 


hearings on the matter were scheduled for May 10. A 
Subcommittee spokesman April 28 said Kline made no 
charges but said his office had been ransacked, though 
nothing was taken, within a day or so after two Subcom- 
mittee investigators had visited his office and, in his 
absence, requested his appointment book. Kline said 
they were told the book was not available. 

Subcommittee member John E. Moss (D Calif.) May 
4 said questioning of staff members showed no evidence 
that Kline’s desk was broken into and ‘‘there has been 
absolutely no showing of evidence that our staff members 
were there even if the desk were opened.’’ 


CORCORAN EARNINGS 


An annual report filed May 2 with the FPC by the 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Corp., the company Cor- 
coran represented in the gas rate case, showed he re- 
ceived $102,203 in 1959 from the firm and a subsidiary, 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co. The total brought to 
more than $408,110 the amount paid Corcoran inthe past 
six years by the two companies, although he did not 
appear as attorney of record in company cases before 
the FPC in that time. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- April 28 -- Chairman 
John E. Moss (D Calif.) of the House Government Opera- 
tions Government Information Subcommittee said a report 
from the General Accounting Office showed that four In- 
terior Department officials had accepted free accommoda - 
tions in 1956-57 at a Death Valley, Calif., resort from 
the U.S, Borax and Chemical Co. while the company was 
negotiating valuable water rights with the Department. 
He said he planned to hold hearings both on the trans- 
action and the Department’s nine-month refusal to submit 
for study a memorandum on the matter. A copy finally 
was received April 22, Moss said. 


SENATE HEARINGS 


The Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee May 4 held hearings on the nomination of Timothy 
J. Murphy as a member of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and reappointment of Earl W, Kintner as 
chairman of the Federal Trade Commission. 

Murphy, who seconded the nomination of Richard M. 
Nixon for vice president at the 1956 GOP convention, 
said he was a Democrat and that it was his ‘‘honest 
belief’? Nixon had nothing to do with his nomination. 
(Weekly Report p. 624) 

Kintner, a Republican, told the Committee he believed 
if industry did its part in self-regulation and the FTC 
did its policing job ‘‘we need no more restrictive legis- 
lation.’’ (Weekly Report p. 596) 


COAL RESEARCH 


The Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Minerals, 
Materials and Fuels Subcommittee May 2 amended and 
sent to the full Committee a House-passed bill (HR 3375) 
authorizing research to develop new and more effective 
uses for coal. The bill was passed by the House Feb. 15. 
(Weekly Report p. 251) 

The major change made by the Senate Subcommittee 
required the Secretary of Interior toset upan office with- 
in the Interior Department to conduct the research. Under 
the House bill, the Secretary was instructed to have a 
study made of methods to improve coal mining and pro- 
cessing, but a formal research office was not required. 
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Presidential Report 








PRESIDENT OUTLINES URGENT LEGISLATIVE NEEDS 


President Eisenhower May 3 sent the following message to Congress 


TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES: 

Of this, presumably the last Congressional sessionduring my 
term of office, four months have gone by. Thus far the one major 
accomplishment is enactment of civil rights legislation. Although 
Congress rejected certain of my recommerdations in this area -- 
those relating to equality of job opportunity and assistance to 
states attempting to desegregate their schools -- the new civil 
rights measure is another important step toward the attainment 
of the ideal of equal rights before the law for every citizen. 

With only two months apparently left in the session, we still 
have a great deal to get done for America. I stress this now be- 
cause, first, the time grows short in which to legislate prudently 
and wisely, without undue haste; and second, too great a preoccu- 
pation with the events of an election year could seriously impede 
constructive effort. With the Congress controlled by one party and 
the Executive Branch by the other, these difficulties could become 
severe. 

We should jointly resolve that the shortness of time and poli- 
tical rivalries will not be allowed to prevent us from serving the 
American people effectively. Matters are still pending that are 
vital to the health of our economy andto the Nation’s security and 
world peace; none of us can affordtoelectioneer at the expense of 
these. Nor can we yield to the temptation to neglect projects that 
we know are essential to good government but possess little popu- 
lar appeal, and at the same time overemphasize others in the hope 
of benefit to one party or the other, or individuals therein. 


MUTUAL SECURITY 


Relating these considerations to a few of the programs still 
pending, I refer, first, to our vital mutual security effort. 

During most of our Nation’s history, our growthwas strongly 
influenced by two unique conditions. First, for more than a cen- 
tury and a half two great oceans protected us from the violent 
struggles of the Old World. Although in recent years we became 
engaged in two global wars, our relative isolation gave us months 
in which to assemble, train and equip our forces deliberately and 
unmolested. Second, from the very beginning, our Nation’s rapid 
expansion was encouraged by commercial and financial assistance 
from the nations of Europe. These countries provided us with 
valuable skills and the capital needed to accelerate the develop- 
ment of our resources, industries and commerce, 

These conditions have radically changed. America emerged 
from World War II as the mightiest nation in a free world that, 
in the main, was exhausted and crippled. Soon thereafter we came 
to realize that new weapons of great power, speed and range had 
markedly reduced the value of our ocean shield. Our homeland, 
in any future major war, would bea prime target, and our warning 
time against surprise attack would be minutes, not months. Our 
security cannot now be achieved by methods and a level of effort 
believed adequate only a few years ago. 

In a world, moreover, in which an aggressive ideology drives 
ceaselessly to destroy human freedom, it is now the United States 
to which aspiring free peoples, particularly in underdeveloped 
areas, must look as America once did to others, for the technical 
knowledge and financial assistance needed to helpthem strengthen 
their economies and protect their independence. 

Such changes as these gave rise to our Mutual Security Pro- 
gram, one of the most necessary and successful enterprises 
America has undertaken throughout her history. Started more than 
a decade ago, the program helped to save Greece, forestalled 
economic collapse in Turkey and Western Europe, supported the 
countries of the SEATO alliance, sustained the strength and inde- 
pendence of South Korea and the Republic of China, and made real 
progress, in underdeveloped nations on five continents, in com- 
batting disease, poverty and suffering, and thus has strengthened 
the resistance of those areas to Communist penetration, propaganda 


subversion. Clear it is that the Mutual Security Program provides 
the surest path by which America can lead to and sustain a durable 
peace with justice. 

Such a program serves the Nation at large rather than any 
particular locality, section or group. Only with difficulty, there- 
fore, can its great rewards be measured by individual communities 
and citizens. It inevitably follows that inthe annual contests over 
the public use of tax revenues, there is a tendency to bypass the 
needs of this vital security program in favor of domestic projects 
that, urged by special groups, achieve a measure of support far 
greater than their over-all value to the nation warrants. Under- 
standable this tendency is, but I deem it a great disservice to 
America to indulge it. The security of our country obviously 
demands that our Mutual Security Program be carried forward 
at an adequate level. 

I have asked new appropriations of $4.175 billions for this 
program for the 1961 fiscal year. Nearly half of this -- a sum one- 
twentieth of our own defense budget -- is to assist the military 
forces of the free world, comprising 5 million soldiers, 2,200 
combatant ships, and 30,000 aircraft. I need not remind the Con- 
gress of the low cost at which this force for freedom is sustained 
as compared to the cost of an aircraft carrier, a squadron of jet 
bornbers, or an Army or Marine Corps division in our own defense 
structure. 

Of the other parts of the program, one-third is for economic 
assistance required to helpsustain these large forces abroad. The 
remainder consists of loans, technical assistance and grants to 
help underdeveloped nations. These are the funds that spell the 
difference between hopeless stagnation and progress for hundreds 
of millions of people who, with us, believe in freedom. 

Congressional approval of these funds for mutual security 
will profoundly benefit our people. To our allies and to others 
with whom we discuss the great issues of our times, it will signify 
that a united America has not wearied in the discharge of its 
responsibilities, and that we are unshakable in our determination 
to attain a world order inwhichmenare free to pursue their goals 
in peace. And I emphasize once again that, as we strive to build 
the kind of world in which America believes, our adversaries are 
not all included in the single word ‘‘Communism’’, They are 
distress and privation as weil, and alsothe desperation of peoples 
when they realize that, lacking outside help, they struggle in vain 
to better their lives. Widespread chaos and misery cannot provide 
a world climate in which our free republic can prosper and remain 
secure. There is for America no higher purpose or greater need 
than to measure up to her world leadership responsibilities. 

I am keenly aware of the contention that, because of an adverse 
balance of payments, and because of certain failures in administra- 
tion, America should curtail these mutual security efforts. We 
must, and do, strive for greater efficiency. Likewise, we do have 
a problem with balance of payments but the way to meet this is by 
positive actions which expand exports. Neither difficulty can be 
met by withdrawing from our responsibilities for world leader- 
ship and from partnership in the protection of freedom. We need 
-- in our own interests -- greater human progress and economic 
growth throughout the world. We cannot achieve these by an as- 
sault either on mutual security or on liberal trade policies. 

I congratulate the Congress for its actions thus far on the 
funds for mutual security inthe authorizing legislation, and | reaf- 
firm the imperative necessity of providing the appropriations that 
the authorization would allow. 


AGRICULTURE 


Next is agriculture, a subject on which I have commented 
repeatedly to the Congress. 

In no domestic area do we have amore obvious need for cor- 
rective action. We cannot wonder that the patience of our farmers 
wears thin. By force of law the Government’s surplus holdings, 
especially of wheat, continually increase. These overhang the 
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market, depress prices, and impose an ever more onerous burden 


credit so important to millions of our citizens. Again, I stress 








upon all citizens, our farmers particularly. I have offered many the need for prompt removal of this harmful restriction. ov 
recommendations for attacking the problem through bipartisan of 
action. Action there has been onoccasion but, in respect to wheat HIGHWAYS, POSTAL RATES co 
especially, far less than needed or of a kind that would make our “me 
farmers’ present troubles grow worse. We also owe it to America to provide adequate new revenues 
In an effort to break the legislative stalemate I recently ad- for the Highway Trust Fund (as my proposal for a gasoline tax aut 
vised the Congress that, within broad guidelines which! suggested, increase would do), so that we may keepour very important high- pre 
I would approve any constructive farm bill that the Congress might way program on schedule; and fiscal responsibility dictates that pas 
enact. There is as yet noagreement on the part of the two Houses we not fail to raise postal rates and thus end the heavy drain on 
of Congress on a constructive approach, (For text of President’s general revenues for postal services which Congress has said by I he 
farm message, see Weekly Report p. 234) law should be self-sustaining. Our other revenue proposals -- anc 
Meanwhile farmers grow more concerned about their future, notably, extension of certain excise taxes and an added tax on me 
and our people generally become increasingly unhappy as their aviation fuel -- also need to be approved. div 
Government expends a thousand of their tax dollars every minute prs 
on the self-defeating wheat program. Lately I have noted, with IMMIGRATION job: 
deep concern, a growing disposition in certain Congressional at 
quarters to favor proposals long ago rejected as unworkable, and Additionally, as I recently emphasized by special message tho: 
which would obviously go beyond even the very broad limits I out- to the Congress, we have compelling reasons to liberalize our 
lined almost three months ago. immigration law during the course of this session. I remind the wou 
I regret also the continuing tendency to rely, in agriculture, Congress, also, that this is World Refugee Year. Our country was upo! 
upon federal controls, which inevitably create interference with the one of those sponsoring this move in the United Nations. In pou 
lives of our farm people. | still believe that America’s farmers harmony with the spirit of this resolution, and in keeping with and 
prefer, as certainly I do, the development of legislation which will America’s tradition of leadership in humanitarian causes, we 3 Mor 
promote progress for them toward economic equality and permit should press forward, in this session, with the refugee legislation fy if fi 
them the maximum freedom, I have recommended to the Congress. othe 
Surely it is time, in the interest of all Americans, for the 
Congress to face uptothe admittedly difficult problems of agricul- EXECUTIVE NEEDS thro 
ture. It is constructive results that farmers want and need, In- self. 
deed, I believe that all America is looking for this kind of action I add two proposals of special importance to future Presidents pirit 
before this session adjourns. of the United States. First is provision of Presidential office tral 
Also badly needed is extension of the Sugar Act, soon to ex- space. The Congress has met its own space requirements and | look: 
pire. At stake are an assured and stable supply of sugar for our those of the Supreme Court. Requirements for modern office | pose 
people at reasonable prices and removal of the uncertainties now facilities for the President, his staff and the news media assigned ] milli 
facing this industry. A four-year extension of the present pro- to the White House are no less necessary and urgent. Second, 
gram, modified to give the President authority to adjust quotas in the need to carry forward Presidential powers to reorganize 
order to assure America of an adequate sugar supply, is needed to the Executive Branch is acute, in the interests of efficiency 
give farmers and processors thetimetoplan. Appropriate recom- and economy in this huge government. Both of these authoriza- this 
mendations are before the Congress. The interests of America tions are clearly essential. I again urge their approval before need 
require that legislation be enacted before the Congress adjourns. this session adjourns, prog: 
that | 
JUDGESHIPS SCHOOLS, DEPRESSED AREAS tiona 
addit: 
i have repeatedly stated the need for legislation in other im- I refer now to a number of programs of intense interest to that | 
portant areas. Some of these measures are of a kind that, at the millions of our people -- programs intended toinitiate or enlarge servi 
expense of responsible government, tend to be shunted aside in benefits for various groups of sections of the Nation. Such I 
an election year. projects require objective analysis and a nicetyof decision so that of mz 
First is the urgent need of federal courts for enough judges on the one hand there will be no neglect of essential federal posal 
to hear the greatly increased number of cases being filed each responsibility and on the other hand no surrender to the election- tion i 
year. Regardless of expediency, justice calls for prompt action. year temptation te overspend and overreach. Responsibility sory : 
The Judicial Conference of the United States has recom- respecting these will do credit to both parties but, more import- unexc 
mended the creation of approximately 40 new judgships. This ant, will benefit our people. citize: 
recommendation is supported by the Administration and by virtually A comparison of 1952 and 1961 federal expenditures shows 
every important professional organization concerned with the the pace of the federal advance in matters of this kind. Likewise 
administration of the courts. it discloses the pressing need for prudence both as regards the , 
We who advocate equal justice under law have a duty to make level of these expenditures and the extent of federal involvement I 
it effective. In certain districts injured people must wait over in the problems of individual citizens. For labor, welfare and these 
four years for justice or compromise their rights; innocent people veterans programs, including payments from trust funds, cash ; FP 
who are defrauded are made a laughingstock because the delay in payments to individuals were $11.7 billion in1952. The compara- this A 
the courts deprives them of an effective remedy; justice is denied ble figure in the 1961 budget is $26.4 billion. Thus there has earne! 
the weak because they cannot finance the delay necessary to be been a 125 percent increase in these programs during a period I hope 
heard. Further neglect of this need is heartless. For all our in which the population increased by 16 percent. This growth in ! rT 
people, I most earnestly urge swift action onthe pending measure payments far exceeds any increases required to match the 12 inform 
to increase the number of judgeships. percent rise in living costs during this period. moder 
Among such matters still pending I would mention, first, other I 
BOND INTEREST RATES school construction legislation. Long ago the Administration an ex( 
asked Congress to approve a sound program to help colleges and severe 
Next I refer tomy request of last June to remove the statutory universities and elementary and secondary schools meet their It is of 
prohibition against the Treasury’s paying more than 4-1/4 percent pressing construction needs. I have stressed that any such that we 
interest on Treasury bonds which are due more than five years federal assistance should be provided only to meet genuine need, than by 
after issuance, and that it must preserve for the states, local communities and 
The American people have a great deal at stake in this legis- educational institutions their traditional responsibilities for edu- 
lation, for failure to remove this interest-rate restriction can cation. The Administration’s debt service plan for elementary 
have many serious consequences, including the forcing of a new up- and secondary schools, and its comparable plan for institutions ; No 
turn in living costs. The Treasury, under this restriction, con- of higher learning, both before the Congress for over a year, various 
tinually faces the prospect of having to manage the Government's conform to these standards. tion -- 
$290 billion debt in ways that would unavoidably increase the up- By these programs we would help to construct 75,000 addi- to our ¢ 
ward pressures on prices and onthe interest rate for the consumer tional elementary and secondary classrooms at a federal cost, ‘ Am 
of our 
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over the next 20 to 30 years, of $2.2 billion, and at a federal cost 
of $500 million we would help build higher education facilities 
costing in the aggregate some $2 billion. The financing for the 
initiation of these programs is included in my 1961 budget. 

It will be deeply disappointing if the Congress should fail to 
authorize such programs, and no less disappointing if, instead, 
programs that basically conflict with these standards should be 
passed. 

Area redevelopment legislation also needs priority attention, 
I have long urged legislation authorizing loans and technical assist- 
ance to help areas afflicted with long-term, substantial unemploy- 
ment resulting from technological changes. The purpose is to 
diversify these economies and thereby create new sources of 
private employment. With important local efforts to provide new 
jobs already underway, federal help must be of a kind that 
strengthens and supplements rather than displaces or discourages 
those efforts. 

I think it is basic that we reject the various schemes that 
would perpetuate insecurity by making distressed areas dependent 
upon the uncertainties of continued federal subsidies, or that would 
pour federal dollars into areas where distress has been temporary 
and which are competent to meet their problems themselves. 
Moreover, it will injure, not help the chronically affected areas 
if funds and loan advantages are indiscriminately broadcast to 
other areas that do not urgently require such assistance. 

The only way this difficult problem can be sensibly solved is 
through healthy government-community cooperation that creates 
self-sustaining local economies. It cannot be solved by a dis- 
piriting and misplaced benevolence on the part of the distant cen- 
tral government. The people who need this help are hopefully 
looking for truly constructive action this session. For this pur- 
pose I have recommended a federal program amounting to $53 
million, to be expanded for loans and technical assistance. 


HEALTH BENEFITS FOR AGED 


The Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare will present 
this week a new program which will enable older people truly in 
need of help to meet the calamity of catastrophic illness. This 
program will take full advantage of, and support, the progress 
that has been made by private effort; it will recognize the tradi- 
tional federal-state relations in various fields of assistance; and 
additionally, it will not do violence to the private relationships 
that must continue to characterize the rendering of health care 
services, 

Behind this program is a meticulous and thoughtful weighing 
of many alternatives. I believe the Congress will find this pro- 
posal of great value to our people mostin need of medical protec- 
tion in their later years. I urgethis program in place of compul- 
sory schemes which over a period of years would blight America’s 
unexcelled medical standards and leave unaided large numbers of 
citizens we are striving to help. 


MINIMUM WAGE 


The Fair Labor Standards Act likewise needs attention before 
these next 60 days elapse. 

For several years I have urged expansion of coverage under 
this Act to include approximately three million additional wage 
earners. This is the most urgently needed change in this law, and 
I hope that the Congress will not fail to provide it. 

The Secretary of Labor recently presented the Congress with 
information indicating that the minimum wage could be increased 
moderately without disruptive effects upon the economy. On the 
other hand we should, as responsible officials, stand firmly against 
an excessive increase which could cause unemployment and 
severe repercussions in many industries and areas of our country. 
It is of great importance to the well-being of the American people 
that we govern our actions in this area by economic facts rather 
than by political or social prejudice. 


CONSERVATION 


Nor, I believe, should we close this session without enacting 
various long-pending measures, mostly in the field of conserva- 
tion -- each of them important to all our people, but particularly 
to our citizens out West. 

Among these measures I refer as examples to preservation 
of our priceless seashore areas, establishment of the Arctic 
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Wildlife Range, permission to western communities to expand 
into public land areas, research assistance to the coal industry, 
and the Fryingpan-Arkansas and San Luis projects. Approval of 
these and similar pending bills will help to round out the program 
of natural resources development -- now at a record level -- 
which I presented last January in my Budget Message. We also 
need a solution of the Indian heirship problem and to give the 
people of Guam and the Virgin Islands a voice in the Congress. 


SPENDING CURBS 


As a general but most important consideration, | point again 
to the need of restraint innew authorizations for federal spending. 
Our federal accounts should balance with enough left over for a 
reasonable payment on the public debt, on which we are already 
paying for interest alone more than $9 billionper year. Proposals 
now before Congressional committees would, if approved, raise 
our annual spending by tens of billions of dollars in 1961 and would 
disrupt federal budgets over the next five years by many scores 
of billions. 

For America’s sake, we must resist the temptation, this year 
or any year, to overspend the taxpayer's hard-earned dollars and 
over-centralize responsibilities in the Federal Government. If 
we fail in this, we will weaken our hope of ever controlling federal 
extravagance and will indefinitely postpone debt retirement and 
tax relief. At the same time we will debase our currency, invite 
the resurgence of inflationary forces, undermine local and state 
responsibility, and thus erode away America’s strength at home 
and in the world. We should avoid preemption of state and local 
functions and take genuine national need rather than glittering de- 
sirability as our guide in federal expenditures. 

Most taxpayers, I believe are becoming more and more 
aware of the results of laws that, though sometimes carrying a 
surface appeal, far too often add unjustifiably to the tax burdens 
of the individual. 

Finally, I repeat my hope that in the brief span remaining 
before adjournment the Executive Branch and the 86th Congress 
can work constructively together in the interest of America and 
avoid schism and stalemate. The measures I have mentioned, 
and many others also calling for action this session, must go for- 
ward if we are tokeepfaithwithour countrymen, Let us remem- 
ber, as Congressional deliberations proceed, that both the nation 
and the world are looking on. 

With sound progress as our object, we can accomplish much 
despite the shortness of time left in this session. Working to- 
gether responsibly, we shall surely make America a stronger 
and better nation; and, so working, we shall brighten the cause of 
freedom and peace everywhere on earth. 

DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 


MUTUAL SECURITY 


Following is the complete text of a May 2 speech by President Eisenhower 
at a dinner in Washington, D.C., sponsored jointly by the Committee for Economic 
Growth and the Committee to Strengthen the Frontiers of Freedom (for Mutual 
Security Program floor action, sez p. 781) 


Fellow Americans: 

This gathering heartens every true believer in preparedness, 
freedom and peace. That leaders from all across the land would 
assemble here -- energetically to reaffirm support of mutual 
security -- is good news indeed. This rededication could not 
come at a better time. 

For trends are developing -- particularly in Washington -- 
that are profoundly disturbing. 

Unless an alert citizenry takes effective action to support 
those in the Congress who champion the cause of mutual security, 
it could well result: 

@ In jeopardizing an important part of the Nation’s defense. 

@ In endangering our world-wide alliance structure. 

@ And in weakening efforts to resist Communist expansion and 
to forge a just peace. 

Two months ago I requested the Congress to continue ade- 
quate support of our long proven mutual security program. | 
asked an appropriation of $4,175,000,000 -- a sum one-twentieth 
of our federal budget and one-tenth of our defense budget. This 
amount is imperatively required. 

The Secretary of State, the Secretary of Defense, and the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff share this conviction. 
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One bright development is that, in the past few days, the poised in freedom’s cause. For this they -- and we -- give 
committees of Congress legislatively concerned with our relations heartfelt thanks to mutual security. § 
with other nations, have reasserted the overriding importance of On five continents our economic and technical programs help t 
our Mutual Security Program to America’s security and free struggling millions better their production and living standards. f 
world progress. But, at the sametime, other groups strategically Only recently I looked into the faces of many of these people. | 
situated in Congress have proclaimed it as their fixed purpose to have seen their desperate need; I have felt their spirit. Most of 
slash the appropriation for this mainstay of the free world by all, I have witnessed their abiding faithinthe greatness and good- a 
more than a billion dollars. ness of America, and their love and respect for this land of the 
They cite isolated instances of malfunctioning in operational free. By helping to make their lives more meaningful and more s 
staffs as an excuse to attack a great program, which for 14 rewarding, we have helped to keep bright their love of liberty and 
years has been indispensable in protecting America’s stake in their determination to reject the soulless forces of Communist 
security in free work cooperation, and in global peace. On such materialism. ol 
grounds and on the erroneous contention that our Mutual Security Moreover, America’s efforts to help others have evoked a st! 
Program is ineffectual they would reduce it by 25 percent or more. heartening response from other advanced industrial nations, In th 
Every American citizen needs to understand what this would recent years they have doubled their direct aid to the less de- th 
mean, veloped countries. In addition, in the new International Develop- ca 
It would be, for America and all the free world, a crushing ment Assn, other countries will put upthreedollars for every two he 
defeat in today’s struggle between Communistic imperialism and dollars put up by the United States. The very moment when other 
a freedom founded in faith and justice. countries are recognizing their responsibilities is no time for us pl 
It would mean, within a matter of months, new international to walk away from our own. A! 
tensions and new national problems of the utmost gravity for That such a program -- its record shining with accomplish- ac 
every one of our citizens. ment, and its continuance solemnly pledged by both of our political 
It would mean the virtual abandonment of an effort which has parties -- should now face a crippling cutback seems incredibly tot 
yielded our Nation greater benefits in security, better neighbors, irresponsible. To me, it is almost inconceivable. Let America atl 
and opportunities for expansion of profitable trade than has been speak, and this will not be done. to 
achieved by any comparable expenditures for any other federal Thus far I have mentioned past achievements. But a great tin 
purpose, deal more cries out for attention. de; 
An America aroused can prevent these calamitous results, Half a world away from us a great democracy, dedicated to str 
for in this republic, government must respond to the will of the peace, struggles with almost insuperable problems todemonstrate edi 
people. that Asians do not have to sacrifice freedom as payment for 
Mutual security has never been, nor is it now, Republican or economic advance. as 
Democratic, Like our own defense program, of which it is an To the south our sister republics need help to unlock the dor 
essential part, it is bipartisan to its core. storehouses of their great wealth. dis 
This program was started 14 years ago by my Democratic In Africa a seething continent is trying totelescope a thousand as 
predecessor. It was first enacted into law by the Republican 80th years of development into a few decades. ner 
Congress. Both political parties, patriotically joined in the Around the world almost 2 billion people are living in a fer- is 1 
national interest, are its parents. And still today both parties ment of privation, resentment, misery and frustrated hope. They 
are pledged to its support. are imbued with an unshakable, even fanatical, determination to Bre 
Here, specifically, are solemn promises made to the Ameri- break through the spiritual and cultural stagnation imposed upon 
can people: them by grinding poverty. and 
First, ‘‘...We strongly favor collective defense arrange- Mutual security has done much to help. The hope, confidence 
ments....”’ and energetic effort so inspired are slowly making progress in poli 
Second, ‘‘We believe that...America must support the efforts creating conditions in which prosperity, security and peace in Am 
of underdeveloped countries...’’ freedom can flourish. But for lack of understanding the program give 
Third, ‘*...We will intensify our cooperation with our neigh- has been steadily weakened while the need has grown more obvious 
boring republics....’” and critical. Only the conscience and the down-to-earth common ope’ 
Here is another set of pledges: sense of all Americans, informed and aroused, can meet the need. 
First, ‘‘We shall continue to support the collective security Facing us is a test of our resolve to make our government do 
system..,”’ the task it has to do to protect the safety of the American people. 
Second, ‘‘where needed, we shall help friendly countries The amount I have asked the Congress to provide for mutual ph 
maintain such local forces and economic strength as to provide security is the minimum required to meet the basic necessities | 
a first bulwark against Communist aggression or subversion.”’ of sheer defense and to keep alight a glimmer of hope in hundreds 
Third, ‘‘We will continue efforts with friends and allies to of millions of people arrayed with us on the side of freedom. 
assist the underdeveloped areas of the free world....’’ From all these facts we see that the free world needs 
In their meaning, these two sets of pledges are identical. America. 
The first three are in the Democratic platform of 1956. The last Just as importantly, America needs the world. 
three are in the Republican platform of the same year. These This means far more to us than soldiers and tanks and ships 
commitments still stand. America has the right to expect both and missiles essential though these are. 
parties to keep their word. Important it is that our allies contribute 5 million soldiers, Ag 
Indeed, even beyond the call of integrity, both parties have 30,000 airplanes and 2,200 combatant ships to the common Co 
excellent reason to do so. defense of freedom. But our involvement with out neighbors is De 
For mutual security has richly rewarded freedom everywhere far more basic than this. Di: 
on earth, It has made possible a greater and mutually advan- Foreign trade is an example. It is, for America, a $30 
tageous trade. No other investment has yielded greater dividends billion-a-year business. To this trade 4% million of our people 
Ex 


in terms of stability, security and free world morale. 

This is the program that helped to save Greece from Com- 
munist guerrillas. It helped to rescue Turkey from economic 
collapse, restoring this critical area as a bastion of freedom. 
It helped to maintain Western Europe as a center of free -- 
rather than Communist -- power and production. The importance 
of these victories is incalculable; every one of our citizens is 
today the stronger, the more prosperous, the more secure, 
thanks to mutual security. 

In Asia, under SEATO and other security treaties, a million 
soldiers stand as a bulwark of liberty -- sustained again, by 
mutual security. 

As I speak tonight our economic and military help gives 
support to the military might of 42 other nations, which stand 


owe their jobs with other nations. 

For all of us there is great meaning in this; we export, on 
the average, a third of our cotton crop, just under a third of our 
wheat, and a fourth of our tractor production. 

But this is only a part of our dependence on foreign trade. 

The health of our economy depends upon materials owned by 
others. Manganese, chrome, tin, natural rubber, nickel are 
examples. As our economy grows, we depend increasingly upon 
others for such materials. Eight years ago we imported only 
about a twentieth of our iron ore. Today we have to import over 
a third of it. Yes, America needs the world. 

And this we must never forget: these needs are more than 
military and economic, They are technical, cultural and spiritual 
as well. 
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Great ideas originating with other peoples have vastly en- 
riched our land. 

Fellow Americans -- even if we wanted to, we could not 
shut out the free world. Wecannotescape its troubles. We cannot 
turn our backs on its hopes. We are an inseparable part of the 
free world neighborhood. 

We must hold to these truths: 

@ If nations friendly to us are weakened and imperiled, so 
are we. 

@If other friendly nations are strong and free, 
strength and freedom are more secure. 

@ If other free nations prusper, so do we. 

In these truths we see the fallacy of adding measurably to 
our own massive and adequate armaments at the expense of allied 
strength which is in many instances better located strategically 
than ours can ever be. No less dangerous is the annual argument 
that Americans should stint on strengthening the free world be- 
cause this would give us more luxury in a comfortable isolation 
here at home. 

This is sheer deadliness -- a counsel of defeat and com- 
placency. Logically carried out, it could end only in a militarized 
America. To the extent this concept is indulged, it gravely men- 
aces the people of the United States. 

We can here at home, arm to the teeth, and yet go down in 
total defeat if we let the rest of the world be swallowed up by an 
atheistic imperialism. By abandonment of struggling millions 
to lives of hopeless desperation, rich America might, for a 
time, live more extravagantly. Butnotforlong. For a just peace, 
dependable security and real progress were never bought by de- 
structive weapons and hard-hearted selfishness, but rather by 
education, by training, by constructive works. 

Only by thinking of ourselves, and truly conducting ourselves, 
as brothers with those who, withus, wantto live and grow in free- 
dom, can we hope to solve problems in which failure will mean 
disaster for much of humanity, Victory in this effort will mean 
a shoulder-to-shoulder march to greater security, greater pros- 
nerity, and greater happiness for all. There, in those few words, 
is the very heart of mutua! security. 

So tonight, I restate to you this pledge of the Executive 
Branch of your Government. 

I pledge a continuing and energetic support of the principle 
and the programs of mutual security. 

And I call upon the leadership, and the rank and file, of both 
political parties, as well as upon all other sons and daughters of 
America, to see that those parties hold true to their pledges to 
give this program their support. 

Of this I am certain: the path of America must be one of co- 
operation -- cooperation among outselves, and with our friends 


our own 
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abroad who are dedicated to human dignity and from whom we 
draw strength as we impart of our own strength to them. 

Together we shall confidently carry the burdens and sacrifices 
of sustaining security against any imperialistic design -- as to- 
gether we continue the search for peace, a search in which we 
shall persevere without tiring or ceasing until victory, at last, 
shall belong to all the earth. 

Thank you and good night. 


OTHER STATEMENTS 


Other recent public statements by President Eisenhower 


Apri! 22 -- Toast to French President Charlies de Gaulle at 
White House state dinner. 
April 25 -- Joint communique with de Gaulle, 


April 25 -- Extemporaneous remarks to the national 4-H 


conference. 


April 25 -- Toast at dinner given by de Gaulle for President 
Eisenhower. 
April 26 -- Announcement that the President had met with 


AFL-CIO President George Meany to discuss ways of developing 
regular labor-management conferences outside the bargaining 
table, and had asked Meany to designate three members of a pro- 
posed Committee of Six to develop plans for such conferences. 
The announcement said Rudolph Bannow, president of the National 
Assn, of Manufacturers, would be asked to designate the remain- 
ing three members. 

April 26 -- Announcement that the President would arrive in 
Lisbon the morning of May 23 and depart May 24; the dates were 
selected, the announcement said, in expectation that the summit 
conference would be ended by then, but if not, the President 
planned to return to Paris. If he could not because of the press 
of domestic U.S. requirements, the announcement said, he would 
ask Vice President Richard M. Nixon to represent the U.S, for the 
remainder of the summit conference. 

April 27 -- Letter to Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlevi of Iran 
expressing sympathy for the victims of anearthquake at Lar, lran 

April 27 -- Greetings to Nepalese King Mahenéra on his ar- 
rival at Washington National Airport. 

April 28 -- Joint communique with King Mahendra. 

May 2 -- Extemporaneous remarks to the annual meeting of 
the Chamber of Commerce of the U.S, 

May 2 -- Message to the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tional Ministerial Council's 25th session, in Istanbul, conveyed by 
Secretary of State Christian A, Herter. 





| STATUS OF APPROPRIATIONS, 86th CONGRESS, 2nd SESSION | 








Agency Requested Committee 


Agriculture 


HOUSI 


SENATI 


Passed Committee Passed Final 


Commerce (HR 10234) $ 799,615,000 $ 760,522,235 $ 760,522,235 $ 738,388,300 $ 738,388,300 $729,624,375 


Defense (HR 11998) 39,335,000,000 39,337,867,000 

District of Columbia (HR 10233) 
Federal payment 34,533,000 27,533,000 27,533,000 28,533,000 28,533,000 27,533,000 | 
District payment (242,403,000) (237,118,276) (237,118,276) (240,089,152) (240,089,152) (239,470,433) 

Executive Offices (HR 11389) 14,302,500 13,787,500 13,787,500 

Independent Offices (HR 11776) 8,416,897,000 8,146,167,400 8,182,067,400 

Interior (HR 10401) 550,330,300 543,375,600 543,375,600 586,259,500 589,212,625 557,667,600 


Labor-HEW (HR 11390) 4,000,083,981 4,184,022,731 4,184,022,731 


Legislative 
Public Works 


State-Justice-Judiciary (HR 11666) 708,173,755 676,579,807 676,564,807 

lreasury-Post Office (HR 10569) 4,897 ,853,000 4,795,414,000 4,795,414,000 4,877 ,014,000 4,877 ,014,000 
Mutual Security 

Supplementals, 1960 1,041 504,888 252,175,864 260,505,864 








1,002,987,103  1,018,570,103 978,449,003 
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Public Laws -- Bills Introduced 





PUBLIC LAWS 


PL 86-443 

HR 9543 -- Revise boundaries of Stones River National Military Park, Tenn. 
EVINS (D Tenn.) -- 1/12/60 -- House Interior and Insular Affairs re- 
ported March 14, 1960. House passed March 21, 1960. Senate Interior 
and Insular Affairs reported April 1, 1960. Senate passed April 11, 1960. 
President signed April 22, 1960. 

PL 86-444 

S 2434 (HR 8567) -- Revise boundaries and change name of Fort Laramie Na- 
tional Monument, Wyo. McGEE (D Wyo.) -- 7/23/59 -- Senate Interior 
and Insular Affairs reported April 4, 1960. Senate passed April 7, 1960. 
(House Interior and Insular Affairs reported HR 8567 March 29, 1960.) 
House passed April 19, 1960. President signed April 29, 1960. 

PL 86-445 

S 2804 -- Donate federal land to Keweenaw Bay Indian Tribe, L’Anse Reser- 
vation, Mich. MURRAY (D Mont.) -- 1/13/60 -- Senate Interior and In- 
sular Affairs reported Feb. 23, 1960. Senate passed March 28, 1960. 
House Interior and Insular Affairs reported April12, 1960. House passed 
April 19, 1960. President signed April 29, 1960. 


PL 86-446 

HR 9331 -- Increase authorized federal expenditures for fiscal 1960 and 
1961 under special milk program for children. JOHNSON (D Wis. 
-- 1/6/60 -- House Agriculture reported Feb. 4, 1960. House passed 
Feb. 8, 1960. Senate Agriculture and Forestry reported Feb. 18, 
1960. Senate passed, amended, March 29, 1960. Senate agreed to 
conference report April 14, 1960. House agreed to conference report 
April 19, 1960. President signed April 29, 1960. 


PL 86-447 
S 2877 -- Re tribal property of Muckleshoot Indian Tribe, Wash. JACKSON 
(D Wash.) -- 1/21/60 -- Senate Interior and Insular Affairs reported 


Feb. 23, 1960. Senate passed March 28, 1960. House Interior and 
Insular Affairs reported April 12, 1960, House passed April 19, 1960 
President signed April 29, 1960. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


CQ’s eight subject categories and their subdivisions: 


1, AGRICULTURE 7. MISC, & ADMINISTRATIVE 
2. APPROPRIATIONS Astronautics & Atomic Energy 
3. EDUCATION & WELFARE Commemorative 
Education & Housing Congress, Constitution, 
Health & Welfare Civil Rights 
4. FOREIGN POLICY Government Operations 
immigration Indians, D.C,, Territories 
International Affairs Judicial Procedures 
5. LABOR Lands, Public Works, Resources 
6. MILITARY & VETERANS Post Office & Civil Service 
Armed Services & Defense 8. TAXES & ECONOMIC POLICY 
Veterans Business & Commerce 
Taxes & Tariffs 


Within each category are Senate bills in chronological order followed 
by House bills in chronological order. Bills are described as follows: 
Bill number, brief description of provisions, sponsor's name, date intro- 
duced and committee to which bill was assigned. Bills sponsored by more 
than one Senator are listed under the first sponsor, with additional sponsors 
listed. Private bills are not listed. 


Be Agriculture 


SENATE 


S 3425 -- Authorize user charges for services performed by Dept. of Agri- 
culture. ELLENDER (D La.) (by request) -- 4/25/60 -- Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

S 3450 -- Amend section 22 of act of June 29, 1935, to increase authorized 
appropriation for resident teaching grants to land grant institutions. 
ELLENDER (D La.) (by request) -- 4/29/60 -- Agriculture and Forestry. 

S 3456 -- Amend Agricuitural Trade Development and Assistance Act of 
1954. ELLENDER (D La.) (by request) -- 4/29/60 -- Agriculture and 
Forestry. 


HOUSE 


HR 11891 -- Similar to HR 11760. DIXON (R Utah) -- 4/25/60. 

HR 11894 -- Similar to HR 11750. HARMON (D Ind.) -- 4/25/60. 

HR 11895 -- Similar to HR 11699. HARMON (D Ind.) -- 4/25/60. 

HR 11896 -- Extend and expand conservation reserve program; authorize 
use of payments in kind. HOEVEN (R lowa) -- 4/25/60. 

HR 11917 -- Authorize Secretary of Agriculture to convey lands in Lassen 
County, Calif. JOHNSON (D Calif.) -- 4/26/60 -- Agriculture. 

HR 11919 -- Improve income of wheat producers; reduce costtoU.S, Treas- 
ury of wheat-price-stabilization program; strengthen wheat marketing 
quota provisions; reduce volume of Commodity Credit Corporation 
stocks of wheat. METCALF (D Mont.) -- 4/26/60 -- Agriculture. 

HR 11930 -- Extend and expand the Conservation Reserve under the Soil 
Bank Act. BYRNES (R Wis.) -- 4/27/60 -- Agriculture. 
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In the House identical bills are sponsored by several Members but each 
bill has only one sponsor and one number. In such cases only the first bill 
introduced -- that with the lowest bill number -- is described in full. Bills 
introduced subsequently during the period and identical in nature aré 
usually cited back to the earliest bills. Private bills are not listed. 


Tally of Bills 


Public bills listed this week: 





The number of measures -- 
public and private -- introduced 
in the 86th Congress from Jan. 6, Bills S 3406 - 3457 
1959 through April 29, 1960. HR 11884 - 11990 


Senate House Resolutions 
Bills 3,457 11,997 S J Res - none 
Joint Resolutions 188 701 S Con Res - none 
Concurrent S Res 308 - 310 
Resolutions 103 663 H J Res 695 - 701 


Simple Resolutions 310 514 H Con Res 661 - 663 
— H Res 508 - 514 
TOTAL 4,058 13,875 














HR 11944 -- Similar to HR 10572. MILLER, CLEM (D Calif.) -- 4/27/60. 

HR 11946 -- Similar to HR 11760, PFOST (D Idaho) -- 4/27/60 

HR 11950 -- Transfer rice acreage history where producer permanently 
withd-aws from rice production. THOMPSON (D Texas) -- 4/27/60 -- 
Agriculture. 

HR 11959 -- Amend Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921 to provide competitive 
enterprise in retail sales of meat, meat food products, livestock prod- 
ucts, and other foods. WOLF (D Iowa) -- 4/27/60 -- Agriculture 


a Appropriations 


NO INTRODUCTIONS 


3. Education and Welfare 
EDUCATION AND HOUSING 
HOUSE 


HR 11893 -- Amend title II of Vocational Education Act of 1946, re practical 
nurse training. GIAIMO (D Conn.) -- 4/25/60 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 11914 -- Extend and amend National Housing Act, as amended, to provide 
mortgage insurance for individually owned units in a multifamily struc- 
ture. FERNOS-ISERN (Pop. Dem., P.R.) -- 4/26/60 -- Banking and 
Currency. 

HR 11923 -- Similar to HR 11330. THOMPSON (D N.J.) -- 4/26/60. 
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HEALTH AND WELFARE 
SENATE 


S 3436 -- Amend Federal Firearms Act to regulate shipment of pistols and 
revolvers in interstate commerce; assist local jurisdictions incontrol- 
ling use by juveniles and irresponsible persons. HENNINGS (D Mo.) -- 
4/28/60 -- Judiciary. 

S 3449 -- Amend title X of Social Security Act to enable states to provide 
more financial assistance to needy blind individuals; encourage them 
to become self-supporting. HARTKE (D Ind.), Mansfield (D Mont.), 
Green (D R.,I.), Douglas (D Ill.), Randolph (D W.Va.) -- 4/29/60 -- 


Finance, 

S 3454 -- Authorize project grants for graduate training in public health. 
HILL (D Ala.), McNamara (D Mich.) -- 4/29/60 -- Labor and Public 
Welfare. 

HOUSE 

HR 11887 -- Amend chapter 35, title 18, USC, reescape or attempted escape 
of juvenile delinquents. CELLER (D N.Y.) -- 4/25/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11888 -- Authorize additional social security coverage for certain em- 


ployees of Alameda County, Calif., formerly city employees, to afford 
same coverage as to other employees of county. COHELAN (D Calif.) 
-- 4/25/60 -- Ways and Means, 
HR 11898 -- Similar to HR 11888. MILLER, G.P. (D Calif.) -- 4/25/60 
HR 11913 -- Amend title II of Social Security Act to remove limitation upon 
amount of outside income which an individual may earn while receiving 
benefits thereunder. DERWINSKI(RIII.) -- 4/26/60 -- Ways and Means. 


HR 11920 -- Establish U.S. Commission on the Aging and Aged. MONAGAN 
(D Conn.) -- 4/26/60 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 11935 -- Authorize Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare to make 
grants to states to assist in day care of children. HALPERN (R N.Y.) 
-- 4/27/60 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 11955 -- Similar to HR 11747, LAIRD (R Wis.) -- 4/27/60. 

HR 11956 -- Amend Social Security Act to permit use of social security 
records to aid in locating runaway parents and others where criminal 
prosecutions are pending. MULTER (D N.Y.) -- 4/27/60 -- Ways and 
Means. 

al . > . . 
1. Foreign Policy 
IMMIGRATION 
NO INTRODUCTIONS 
INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 
SENATI 
Res 308 -- Re effect of recent meeting of American and Canadian parlia- 
mentary groups. AIKEN (R Vt.), Dirksen (R IIl.), Mansfield (D Mont.), 
Church (D Idaho), Case (R S.D.) -- 4/25/60 -- Agreed. 
HOUSE 


11954 -- Establish a U.S, 


t 


Travel Commission and a U.S, Office of In- 
srnational Travel FULTON (R Pa.) -- 4/27/60 -- Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
Con Res 663 -- Restore freedom to captive nations. 
-- 4/28/60 -- Foreign Affairs. 





PHILBIN (D Mass. 


5. Labor 
SENATI 


3444 -- Prohibit exercise of judicial power in administration of internal 
affairs or labor organizations. CAPEHART (R Ind.) (by request) -- 
4/28/60 -- Labor and Public Welfare. 


HOUSE 
11940 -- Similar to HR 11845. KASEM (D Calif.) -- 4/27/60. 
11958 -- Similar to HR 11845. ROOSEVELT (D Calif.) (by request) -- 
4/27/60 
11960 -- Similar to HR 11845. DENT (D Pa.) -- 4/27/60. 
11961 -- Similar to HR 11845. HOLLAND (D Pa.) -- 4/27/60. 
11990 -- Similar to HR 11845, O’NEILL (D Mass.) -- 4/28/60. 


6. Military and Veterans 
ARMED SERVICES AND DEFENSE 


HOUSE 


HR 11947 -- Amend section 303 of Career Compensation Act of 1949 to 
provide that Secretaries of uniformed services prescribe a reasonable 
monetary allowance for transporting house trailers on permanent change 
of station of members of the services. PRICE (D Ill.) -- 4/27/60 -- 
Armed Services. 


Bills -2 


HR 11952 -- Repeal act of May 29, 1958 in which Administrator of General 
Services provides release of restrictions and reservations in conveying 
land by the U.S, to Wisconsin. VINSON (D Ga.) -- 4/27/60 -- Armed 
Services. 


VETERANS 


HOUSE 


HR 11885 -- Amend chapter 19, title 38, USC, to provide national service 
life insurance and U.S. Government life insurance be paid up upon attain- 
ment by insured of age 65. BAKER (R Tenn.) -- 4/25/60 -- Veterans 
Affairs. 


HR 11900 -- Amend section 541, title 38, USC, to pay pensions to widows of 
certain veterans in receipt of pension at time of their death. RABAUT 
(D Mich.) -- 4/25/60 -- Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 11988 -- Similar to HR 11858. HALPERN (R N.Y.) -- 4/28/60. 


7. Miscellaneous-Administrative 


ASTRONAUTICS AND ATOMIC ENERGY 


HOUSE 
HR 11979 -- Amend various sections of Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended, and Euratom Cooperation Act of 1958. DURHAM (D N.C.) (by 
request) -- 4/28/60 -- Joint Atomic Energy. 
HR 11980 -- Amend section 143 of Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 


to grant access to restricted data to Coast Guard personnel on sam«¢ 
basis as to Certain personnel of agencies of Dept. of Defense. DURHAM 
(D N.C.) (by request) -- 4/28/60 -- Joint Atomic Energy. 

HR 11985 -- Make American nationals eligible for scholarships and fellow- 
ships authorized by National Science Foundation Act of 1950, BROOKS 


(D La.) -- 4/28/60 -- Science and Astronautics. 


COMMEMORATIVE 


SENATI 
S 3439 -- Authorize President to present a gold medal to Robert Frost, a 
New England poet. SALTONSTALL (R Mass.), Aiken (R Vt.), Prouty (R 
Vt.) -- 4/28/60 -- Banking and Currency. 
S 3445 -- Issue a special postage stamp honoring apprenticeship. CARLSON 
(R Kan.) -- 4/29/60 -- Post Office and Civil Service, 
HOUSI 
HR 11949 -- Inter last survivor of Union Army and of Confederate Army 


within Arlington National Cemetery. STRATTON (D N.Y.) -- 4/27/6 
-- Interior and Insular Affairs. 
H J Res 695 -- Similar to H J Res 671. BROOKS (D La.) -- 4/27/66 


H J Res 696 -- Designate September 1960, ‘‘National Wool Month’’. McCOR- 


MACK (D Mass.) -- 4/25/60 -- Judiciary. 

H J Res 697 -- Similar to H J Res 696. MARTIN (R Mass.) -- 4/25/60 

H J Res 698 -- Establish Annual Youth Appreciation Week, BROOMFIELD 
(R Mich.) -- 4/26/60 -- Judiciary 

H J Res 701 -- Designate first Sunday in June each year Teacher's Day 
BATES (R Mass.) -- 4/28/60 -- Judiciary. 


CONGRESS, CONSTITUTION, CIVIL RIGHTS 
HOUSI 


HR 11981 -- Establish and prescribe duties of a Commission on Equal Job 
Opportunity Under Government Contracts. DWYER (R N.J.) -- 4/28/60 
-- Judiciary. 

H J Res 699 -- Establish a Joint Committee on Mutual Security. CHURCH 
(R Ill.) -- 4/27/60 -- Rules. 

H J Res 700 -- Establish a joint committee to investigate cost of living and 
widening spread between retail prices and prices paid to farmers 
LEVERING (D Ohio) -- 4/27/60 -- Rules. 


H Con Res 661 -- Create a Joint Committee on a National Fuels Policy 
ASPINALL (D Colo.) -- 4/28/60 -- Rules. 

H Con Res 662 -- Similar to H Con Res 661. SAYLOR (R Pa.) -- 4/28/60. 

H Res 511 -- Create a select committee to conduct a study of fiscal organi- 
zation and procedures of the Congress. FULTON (R Pa.) -- 4/27/60 

H Res 512 -- Amend Rules of House to require the yeas and nays in final 


action on appropriation bills. FULTON (R Pa.) -- 4/27/60 -- Rules 


GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 


HOUSE 
HR 11918 -- Establish Department of Urban Affairs and prescribe its func- 
tions LINDSAY (R N.Y.) -- 4/26/60 -- Government Operations 
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Bills .3 
INDIANS, D.C., TERRITORIES 
SENATE 


S 3415 -- Exempt from taxation certain property of American Association of 
University Women, Educational Foundation, Inc., in D.C. BIBLE (D 
Nev.) (by request) -- 4/25/60 -- District of Columbia. 

S 3416 -- Provide for restoration to the U.S, of amounts expended in District 
of Columbia carrying out Temporary Unemployment Compensation Act 
of 1958. BIBLE (D Nev.) (by request) -- 4/25/60 -- District of Columbia. 

S 3417 -- Amend Policemen. and Firemen’s Retirement and Disability Act. 
BIBLE (D Nev.) (by request) -- 4/25/60 -- District of Columbia. 

S 3418 -- Amend Motor Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act of District of 
Columbia re service of process on nonresidents, BIBLE (D Nev.) (by 
request) -- 4/25/60 -- District of Columbia. 

S 3419 -- Supplement Motor Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act of District of 
Columbia; provide indemnification of persons sustaining injuries from 
operation of motor vehicles by uninsured motorists, by persons operat- 
ing vehicle without permission, by hit-and-rundrivers, BIBLE (D Nev.) 
(by request) -- District of Columbia. 

S 3437 -- Establish municipal arts council representative of local nonprofit 
or educational organizations and institutions in District of Columbia 
active in arts; set aside for such activities 1 mill out of each $1 of tax 
revenue of the D.C. government. MORSE (D Ore.) -- 4/28/60 -- District 
of Columbia. 


HOUSE 


HR 11931 -- Amend act of March 3, 1901, re time within which a caveat to 
a will must be filed in District of Columbia. ABERNETHY (D Miss.) -- 
4/27/60 -- District of Columbia. 

HR 11953 -- Assess Indian trust lands and restricted fee patent Indian lands 
in Lummi Indian diking project on Lummi Indian Reservation in Washing - 
ton, through drainage and diking district formed under laws of Washing- 
ton State. WESTLAND (R Wash.) -- 4/27/60 -- Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

HR 11962 -- Provide compensation to Yakutat local community of Tlingit 
Indians of Alaska for extinction of original Indian title. RIVERS (D 
Alaska) -- 4/27/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 


JUDICIAL PROCEDURES 
SENATE 


S 3411 -- Make voluntary admissions and confessions admissible in criminal 
proceedings and prosecutions in courts of the U.S, and District of Colum- 
bia. ERVIN (D N.C,), Byrd (D Va.), McClellan (D Ark.), Johnston (D 
S.C.) -- 4/25/60 -- Judiciary. 


HOUSE 


HR 11889 -- Amend section 1073, title 18, USC, the Fugitive Felon Act. 
CRAMER (R Fla.) -- 4/25/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11890 -- Amend title 18, USC, to prevent, through criminal sanctions, 
interstate transmission of gambling information. CRAMER (R Fla.) 
-- 4/25/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11897 -- Similar to HR 11889. McCULLOCH (R Ohio) -- 4/25/60. 

HR 11912 -- Make voluntary admissions and confessions admissible in crim- 
inal proceedings and prosecutions in courts of the U.S. and District of 
Columbia. ASHMORE (D S.C.) -- 4/26/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11938 -- Adjust retirement benefits of certain retired district judges 
for district of Hawaii, INOUYE (D Hawaii) -- 4/27/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11941 -- Amend section 142, title 28, USC, re accommodations at places 
for holding court, LENNON (D N.C.) -- 4/27/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11942 -- Waive section 142, title 28, USC, re the U.S, District Court for 
Eastern District of North Carolina holding court at Fayette, N.C. 
LENNON (D N.C.) -- 4/27/60 -- Judiciary. 


LANDS, PUBLIC WORKS, RESOURCES 
SENATE 


S 3407 -- Amend authorization for construction, operation, and maintenance 
of Pine Ridge irrigation unit, White division, Missouri River Basin proj- 
ect. CASE (RS.D.), Mundt (R S.D.) -- 4/25/60 -- Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

S 3409 -- Amend National Cultural Center Act, as amended, to enlarge site 
for National Cultural Center. DIRKSEN (R Ill.) -- 4/25/60 -- Public 
Works. 

S 3412 -- Amend title 23, USC, re highways and certain projects constructed 
on Federal-aid system by Federal agencies. KERR (D Okla.), Monroney 
(D Okla.) -- 4/25/60 -- Public Works, 

S 3424 -- Provide for application and disposition of net revenues from 
power development on Grand Valley Federal reclamation project, Colo. 
ALLOTT (R Colo.), Carroll (D Colo.) -- 4/25/60 -- Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 
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S 3431 -- Authorize modification for future water supply of project for flood 
control in Red-Ouachita River Basin. KERR (D Okla.) -- 4/27/60 -- 
Public Works. 

S 3433 -- Give consent of Congress to compact between Arizona and Nevada 
establishing a boundary between them, BIBLE (D Nev.), Cannon (D Nev.), 
Hayden (D Ariz.), Goldwater (R Ariz.) -- 4/27/60 -- Judiciary. 

S 3434 -- Facilitate selection by Alaska pursuant to act of July 7, 1958, of 
public lands under outstanding mineral lease or permit. BARTLET 
(D Alaska), Gruening (D Alaska) -- 4/27/60 -- Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

S 3435 -- Clarify rights of states to select public lands subject to any out- 
standing mineral lease or permit. BENNETT (R Utah) -- 4/27/60 -- 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 3438 -- Provide additional lands at, and change name of, the Fort Neces- 
sity National Battlefield Site, Pa. SCOTT (R Pa.), Clark (D Pa.) -- 
4/28/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 3441 -- Similar to S 3438. MURRAY (D Mont.) (by request) -- 4/28/60. 

S 3442 -- Authorize Secretary of Interior to issue a patent conveying lands 
in Powell, Wyo., with improvements, to Shoshone Irrigation District. 
McGEE (D Wyo.), O’Mahoney (D Wyo.) -- 4/28/60 -- Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

S 3446 -- Amend act of July 3, 1952, as amended re research, development 
and utilization of saline water. CASE (R S.D.) -- 4/29/60 -- Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

S 3457 -- Authorize Secretary of Interior to sell reserved mineral interests 
of the U.S. in lands in Florida to record owners of surface thereof 


SMATHERS (D Fla.) -- 4/29/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs 
HOUSE 
HR 11892 -- Relieve Frederick, Md. FOLEY (D Md.) -- 4/25/60 -- 


Judiciary. 

HR 11899 -- Permit Secretary of Army to acquire property to expand 
national cemetery at Grafton, W.Va. MOORE (R W.Va.) -- 4/25/60 -- 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 11901 -- Cancel a deed of trust and note, and quiet title of property 
belonging to Gallaudet College. THORNBERRY (D Texas) -- 4/25/60 
-- Education and Labor. 

HR 11932 -- Give consent of Congress to a compact between Arizona and 
Nevada establishing a boundary between them. BARING (D Nev.) -- 
4/27/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11945 -- Convey certain lands of the U.S. to Cuba Independent Rural 
Board of Education, Cuba, N.M. MONTOYA (D N.M.) -- 4/27/60 -- 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 11951 -- Authorize navigation project for Caicasieu River and Pass, La. 
THOMPSON (D La.) -- 4/27/60 -- Public Works. 

HR 11957 -- Facilitate selection by Alaska, pursuant to act of July 7, 1958, 
of public lands under outstanding mineral lease or permit. RIVERS (D 
Alaska) -- 4/27/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 11963 -- Authorize Secretary of Interior to issue a patent conveying 
lands in Powell, Wyo., with improvements to Shoshone Irrigation Dis- 
trict. THOMSON (R Wyo.) -- 4/27/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 11986 -- Clarify rights of states to select certain public lands subject to 
any outstanding mineral lease or permit. DIXON (R Utah) -- 4/28/60 
-- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 11989 -- Amend title 23 of USC, re highways and certain projects con- 
structed on Federal-aid system by Federal agencies. JARMAN (D 
Okla.) -- 4/28/60 -- Public Works. 


POST OFFICE AND CIVIL SERVICE 
SENATE 


S 3420 -- Provide further for permissible writing and printing onthird- and 
fourth-class matter. JOHNSTON (D S.C.) -- 4/25/60 -- Post Office 
and Civil Service. 

S 3421 -- Amend Federal Employees’ Group Life Insurance Act, JOHNSTON 
(D S.C.) (by request) -- 4/25/60 -- Post Office and Civil Service 

S 3427 -- Amend Federal Employees’ Compensation Act, as amended, to 
make benefits more realistic in present wage rates. PROUTY (R Vt. 
~- 4/27/60 -- Labor and Public Welfare. 


HOUSE 
HR 11884 -- Similar to HR 11140. ABERNETHY (D Miss.) -- 4/25/60. 
HR 11911 -- Amend Civil Service Retirement Act to grant annuities of sur- 
viving spouses for lifetimes incertaincases. ADAIR (R Ind.) -- 4/26/60 


-- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 11916 -- Establish a system for public and legal recognition of engineers 
and scientific personnel on projects sponsored by Federal Government 
FOLEY (D Md.) (by request) -- 4/26/60 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 11933 -- Increase compensation for food-service and laundry workers 
under Veterans’ Administration. ELLIOTT (D Ala.) -- 4/27/60 -- Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

HR 11934 -- Fromote greater equity in pay systems of employees in Vet- 
erans’ Administration by providing adjustments in compensation. 
ELLIOTT (D Ala.) -- 4/27/60 -- Post Office and Civil Service 
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HR 11948 -- Provide post office boxes without charge to certain patrons 
without delivery service. SHIPLEY (D Ill.) -- 4/27/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11984 -- Provide salary adjustments in basic salary of postal field serv- 
ice employees in certain areas. BARRY (R N.Y.) -- 4/28/60 -- Post 
Office and Civil Service. 


8. Taxes and Economic Policy 
BUSINESS AND COMMERCE 


SENATE 
S 3410 -- Repeal legislation re purchase of silver. GREEN(D R.,1.), Pastore 
(D R.1.), Bush (R Conn.), Dodd (D Conn.) -- 4/25/60 -- Banking and 


Currency. 

S 3429 -- Amend section 216(b) of Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, 
to permit appointments of U.S. nationals to Merchant Marine Academy. 
MAGNUSON (D Wash.) (by request) -- 4/27/60 -- Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


HOUSE 

HR 11915 -- Amend Bankruptcy Act to employ investigators in certain cases. 
FLYNN (D Wis.) -- 4/26/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11921 -- Similar to HR 11704. MORRIS (D Okla.) -- 4/26/60. 

HR 11922 -- Similar to HR 11703. MORRIS (D Okla.) -- 4/26/60. 

HR 11936 -- Prohibit advertising in commerce of any article produced ina 
foreign country unless it clearly states country of origin. HARMON (D 
Ind.) -- 4/27/60 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 











Capitol Briefs 





HOFFA TRIAL 


The U.S. court of appeals, in a 2-1 ruling, May 2 
ordered a postponement in the scheduled May 3 opening 
of the civil trial aimed at removing James R, Hoffa from 
the presidency of the Teamsters Union. The court 
ordered delay in the trial, whichis oncorruption charges, 
pending rulings on other motions and appeals inthe case. 
Consideration of these appeals was scheduled to begin in 
the appeals court May 9. 

A motion by Hoffa’s attorneys for adelayin the trial 
was denied April 27 by Federal District Judge Joseph R. 
Jackson. (Weekly Report p. 706) 

The trial charges were filed against Hoffa by the 
union’s board of monitors and Hoffa’s attorneys have con- 
tended that the monitors have overstepped their author- 
ity. Sen. Homer E, Capehart (R Ind.) April 20 proposed in 
the Senate that the monitoring system be scrutinized by 
a Congressional committee and on April 28 he introduced 
a bill (S 3444) to prohibit the courts from appointing any 
monitor or administrator for a labor organization, except 
for a receivership solely to preserve assets pending an 
election. 

A 1959 Senate investigation of the Teamsters Union 
by the Select Committee on Improper Activities in the 
Labor or Management Field led tothe April 28 indictment 
by a federal grand jury in Washington of three persons 
for alleged conspiracy to shield Hoffa and other union 
leaders. Indicted were Mrs, Sally T. Hucks, former chief 
operator at an apartment hotel where Hoffa maintains 
headquarters; Joseph M, Williamson, an Illinois attorney, 
and Moss Herman, a Teamster, They were named in the 
indictment as conspiring to obstruct Committee work by 
alteration and destruction of telephone records, and Mrs. 
Hucks also was charged with perjury in an April 1959 
appearance before the Committee. 
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Bills - 4 


HR 11977 -- Similar to HR 11704, ANDERSON (D Mont.) -- 4/28/60. 
HR 11978 -- Similar to HR 11703. ANDERSON (D Mont.) -- 4/28/60. 
HR 11982 -- Similar to HR 11704. HOGAN (D Ind.) -- 4/28/60. 
HR 11983 -- Similar to HR 11703, HOGAN (D Ind.) -- 4/28/60. 


TAXES AND TARIFFS 


SENATE 
S 3430 -- Amend Internal Revenue Act of 1954. KERR (D Okla.) -- 4/27/60 
-- Finance. 
HOUSE 


HR 11886 -- Amend sections 4083, 4082, and 6416 of Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954 to exempt certain sales of gasoline for nonfuel purposes from 
tax. BROOKS (D La.) -- 4/25/60 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 11937 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to credit against individual 
income tax certain amounts paid as special tuition to institutions of 
education. HESS (R Ohio) -- 4/27/60 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 11939 -- Amend Tariff Act of 1930 to permit private carriers to trans- 
port bonded merchandise under certain conditions. IRWIN (D Conn.) -- 
4/27/60 -- Ways and Means. 


HR 11943 -- Permit limited deduction of contributions to political commit- 
tees. MASON (R III.) -- 4/27/60 -- Ways and Means. 
HR 11987 -- Foster development of a product of the U.S, by providing tem- 


porarily for assessment of duty only on cost of processing and added 
material when exported for intermediate processing and returned, 
GREEN (D Pa.) -- 4/28/60 -- Ways and Means. 


ANTI-RECESSION BILI 


The six Democratic members of the Senate Special 
Committee on Unemployment Problems May 3 introduced 
a bill (S 3471) authorizing a $3 billion public works and 
housing program designed to counteract recessions. Of 
the funds, $1 billion would be for expediting federal public 
works, $1 billion for loans for state and local public 
works and $1 billion for purchases by the Federal National 
Mortgage Association of FHA -insured and VA-guaranteed 
mortgages on lower-priced homes. The President would 
be required to get the program underway when national 
unemployment rose for six months and was above 5 per- 
cent, and would be permitted to end it when unemployment 
fell below 5 percent. Co-sponsors of the bill were Sens. 
Joseph S, Clark (Pa.), Eugene J. McCarthy (Minn.), Pat 
McNamara (Mich.), Jennings Randolph (W.Va.), Vance 
Hartke (Ind.) and Gale W. McGee (Wyo.). (Weekly Report 
p. 594) 


FHA DOWN PAYMENTS 


Federal Housing Administrator Julian H. Zimmer- 
man April 29 reduced the amount of down payment re- 
quired on purchases of homes of $15,000 or more when 
the mortgage was insured by the Federal Housing Ad- 
ministration. 

The reduction lowered from $650 to $600 the down 
payment required on a $15,000 home and from $1,400 to 
$900 the down payment required on an $18,000 home. 


WIRETAPPING 


Sen. Kenneth B, Keating (R N.Y.) April 29 said Deputy 
Attorney General Lawrence E, Walsh, ina letter to Chair- 
man James O, Eastland (D Miss.) of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, endorsed the Keating bill (S 3340), sponsored 
in the House (HR 11589) by Rep. Emanuel Celler(D N.Y.), 
to amend the 1934 Federal Communications Act and allow 
wiretapping by state law enforcement officers acting 
under a court order. 


(For Around the Capitol see p. 787) 
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‘) Senate Votes 77 through 81. 


No Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Numbers.) 


Senate Adopts Suez Canal Amendment to Mutual Security Bill, 


Rejects Military Assistance Cut, Overseas Projects Controls 


77. S 3058. Mutual Security Act of 1960. Douglas (D Ill.) amend- 


ment to express U.S, support of freedom of navigation in 
international waterways and, in effect, urge the President to 
cut off aid to the United Arab Republic until it opened the 


military assistance, 
April 28, 1960. A 
dent’s position. 


Rejected 27-32 (D 
‘‘nay”’ 


23-14; R 4-18), 
was a vote supporting the Presi- 
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Suez Canal to Israeli shipping. Agreed to 45-25 (D 35-10; 80. S 3058. Gruening (D Alaska) amendment to require that non- 
R 10-15), April 28, 1960. The President did not take a posi- military flood control, reclamation and similar projects 
tion on the amendment. (See story p. 781) receiving mutual security aid meet the engineering and cost 
standards of U.S, water projects. Rejected 40-45 (D 31-24; 
78. S 3058. Johnson (D Texas) motion to table a motion to re- R 9-21), May 2, 1960. The President did not take a position 
consider the vote on the Douglas amendment, Tabling motion on the amendment, 
agreed to 40-29 (D 33-12; R7-17), April 28, 1960. The Pres- 
ident did not take a position on the motion. 81. S 3058. Gruening (D Alaska) amendment to require separate 
Congressional authorization for each public works project 
79. S 3058. Church (D Idaho) amendment to place a $1.8 billion that would cost $1 million or more in mutual security funds, 
ceiling on military assistance in fiscal 1961, thus rejecting Rejected 32-52 (D 28-26; R 4-26), May2,1960. A ‘‘nay’’ was 
the President's request for $2 billion in appropriations for a vote supporting the President's position. 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC ; REPUBLICAN | 
Vote No. | 77 | 78 | 79 | 80 | 81 | Voteno. | 77 | 78 | 79 | 80 | 81 | voreno. | 77 | 78 | 79| 80) 81 
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CQ Senate Votes 82 through 87. 


3ressi 31 Record & Vote Numbers 


Senate Bars Surplus Farm Goods in Overseas Projects, 


Cuts Contingency Fund $20 Million, Rejects Three Amendme 


nts 









































82. S 3058. Mutual Security Act of 1960. Ellender (D La.) (A majority vote is required for adoption of an amendment.) 
amendment to delete a provision authorizing grants of surplus The President did not take a position on the amendment. 
agricultural commodities to promote economic development in 
underdeveloped areas. Ag:ieed to 45-38 (D 29-24; R 16-14), 85. S 3058. Kuchel (R Calif.) motion to table a motion to re- 
May 2, 1960. A ‘‘nay’’ was a vote supporting the President’s consider the vote on the E!lender amendment (RC 84). Vice 
position. (See story p. 781) President Nixon voted ‘‘yea”’ to break a 44-44 tie (D 17-40; 

R 27-4), May 2, 1960. The President did not take a position 

83. S 3058. Ellender (D La.) amendment to delete a provision on the motion. 
permitting re-use, for mutual security assistance, of equip- 86. S 3058. Long (D La.) amendmentto reduce the proposed $175 
ment and other materials transferred to the U.S. as payment - : ; . . eo. 

: . ; : a . million authorization for the President's contingency fund to 
for loans and other assistance. Rejected 28-57 (D 25-30; pies ; 7 a “ 
- tte eer 5 : $155 million. Agreed to 48-40 (D 43-14; R 5-26), May 2, 
R 3-27), May 2, 1960. The President did not take a position r - : "etl °. 
aan alas iene 1960, A ‘‘nay’’ wasa vote supporting the President's position. 
uy Cé enc ent, 
87. S 3058. Ellender (D La.) amendment to delete a provision 

84. S 3058. Ellender (D La.) amendmen: to limit the President's raising to $4,250,000 the ceiling on amounts available for 
use of his contingency fund to situations that were entirely living quarters for personnel in foreign countries, Rejected 
unforeseen or not sufficiently foreseen to justify advance 38-49 (D 29-27; R 9-22). May 2, 1960. The President did 
programming, Rejected 43-43 (D 37-18; R 6-25), May 2, 1960. not take a position on the amendment. 

TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No 82 83 84 85 86 87 Vote No. 82 83 84 | 85 86 87 Vote No 82 83 84 85 86 87 
Yeo 45 | 28 | 43 | 44 | 48 | 38 Yoo 29 | 25 | 37 | 17 | 48 | 2 von 16 3 tiv S19 
Noy 38 57 43 44 40 49 Nay 24 30 18 40 14 27 Noy 14 27 25 4 26 22 
T 
Y Record Vote For (yea 
82 83 84 85 86 87 82 83 84 85 86 87 82 83 84 85 86 87 v Pa red Fe. ; es 
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CQ Senate Votes 88 through 92. 


Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Numbers.) 


Senate Tables Move to Revise Suez Provision, Rejects Three 
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& 
‘“ 7 . . . 
More Amendments, Passes Mutual Security Authorization Bill ¢ 
o K 
88. S 3058. Mutual Security Act of 1960, Lausche (D Ohio) Rejected 29-54 (D 24-28; R 5-26), May2,1960, A ‘‘nay”’ was 
amendment to delete a provision encouraging development of a vote supporting the President's position. 
pilot housing projects in Latin America through the Develop- 
ment Loan Fund. Rejected 26-60 (D 11-44; R 15-16), May 2, 91. S 3058. Johnson (D Texas) motion to table (kill) a Fulbright 
1960. The President did not take a position on the amend- (D Ark.) amendment specifying that the President need not 93 
ment, (See story p. 781) apply the freedom of navigation principles expressed in th 
89. S 3058. lausche (D Ohio) amendment to delete a provision Douglas amendment (ms exe peiomanaygryd where oe» _ 
: aes ; ceiving U.S, aid are engaged in actions detrimental to United 
vuthorizing U.S, aid to an international project to preserve * RO : ata : ‘ re 
. = pa Nations peace efforts. Tabling motion agreed to 45-39 (D 31- 
cultural monuments on the Upper Nile. Rejected 40-44 (D 27- Ber ~ ome 2 
pote Paige a : : 23; R 14-16), May 2, 1960. The President did not take a 94. 
27: R 13-17), May 2, 1960. The President did not take a ae ; 
ieee position on the motion. 
position on the amendment. 
90. S 3058. Gruening (D Alaska) amendment to require submis- 92. HR 11510. House version of the Mutual Security Act of 
sion to Congress, within 90 days after enactment of the bill, 1960. Passage of the bill as amended by the Senate. Passed 
of detailed country-by-country budgets earmarking funds for 60-25 (D 37-18; R 23-7), May 2, 1960. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote 
defense support, technical cooperation and special assistance. supporting the President’s position. 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No 88 891! 90 | 91 92 Vote No. | 88 | 89 [ 90 | 91 | 92 Vote Ho. | 88 | 89 | 90 | 91 92 
Yeo | 26 | 40 | 2 | 45 | 6 Yeo | 1 | 27 24 31 37 Yeo 15 13 5 14 23 
Nay 60 | 44 54 39 25 Noy 44 27 28 23 18 Nay 16 | 17 26 16 7 
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CQ Senate Votes 93 through 95. 


(No Congressional Record Roll-Cal!l Vote Numbers. 


Senate Approves NASA Funds, Kills Bar on Ship Junkets, 


Sends Powell Investigation Resolution to Committee 


93. 


HR 10809. Authorize $970 million in fiscal 1961 appropria- 
tions for the National Aeronautics and Space Administration. 
Passed 78-0 (D 50-0; R 28-0), May 3, 1960. The President 
did not take a position on the bill. (See story p. 783) 


sea. Rejected 38-46 (D 19-35; R 19-11), May 4, 1960. The 
President did not take a positon on the motion. (See story 
p. 786) 


























95. S Res 285. Authorize a Senate investigation of Drew Pearson's 
94. HR 10234. Department of Commerce and related agencies reports of political deals involving Rep. Adam Clayton Powell 
appropriations. Williams (R Del.) motion that the Senate (D N.Y.). Johnson (D Texas) motion to refer the resolution 
insist on its amendment to prohibit U.S.-flag shipping com- to the Rules and Administration Committee, in lieu of taking 
panies from offering free or reduced-rate travel to officials direct Senate action on it. Agreed to 56-16 (D 41-5; R 15-11), 
or employees of the U,S, Government except through Govern- May 4, 1960. The President did not take a position on the 
ment-negotiated contracts or in the case of emergencies at motion. (See story p. 786) : 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. | 93 | 94 | 95 Vote No. | 93 | 94 | 95 | Vote No. | 93 | 94| 95 
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Nay 46 16 Nay 0 35 5 Nay 0 u LU 
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CQ House Votes 24 through 28. 
(Corresponding to Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 62, 63, 67, 68, 69.) 
. o . 
House Begins Debate on Depressed Areas Bill After Voting 
° 9 : ° . ‘ = ° h 
On Old Soldiers’ Homes, Captive Nations Resolution 
24, HR 10596. Increase federal aid to33 state homes for disabled depressed rural and industrial areas. Davis (D Ga.) motion h 
veterans by replacing the annual payment of $700 per veteran to table McCormack (D Mass.) motion to dispense with 
with a per diem rate of $2.50 per veteran, for a maximum further proceedings and order the previous question. Tabling 
annual payment of $912.50. Passed 266-0 (D 167-0; R 99-0), motion rejected 167-222 (D 54-193; R 113-29), May 4, 1960. 
May 2, 1960. The President did not take a position on the The President did not take a position on the motion. (See 
bill, story p. 784) 
25. H Con Res 633, Express the hope of Congress that the Pres- 
ident would ‘‘pursue energetically’’ at the forthcoming summit 27. S 722. McCormack (D Mass.) motion to order the previous M 
conference the restoration of fundamental freedoms and basic question (end debate) on dispensing with further proceedings. 
human rights to the people of the captive nations of Eastern Agreed to 223-164 (D 192-55; R 31-109), May 4, 1960. The 
and Central Europe. Adopted 277-0 (D 173-0; R 104-0), May President did not take a position on the motion. 
2, 1960. The President did not take a position on the resolu- 
tion, (See story p. 783) 28. S 722. McCormack (D Mass.) motiontodispense with further 
26. S 722. Area Redevelopment Act. Authorize federal loans proceedings. Agreed to 222-160 (D 188-53; R 34-107), May 
and grants totaling $251 million for the relief of economically 4, 1960. The President did not take a position on the motion. 
1 
: TOTAL = ae DEMOCRATI< REPUBLICAN 
vore ne. | 24 | 25 | 26 | 27| 28 | Voeno. | 24 | 25] 26 | 27 | 28 | Vote We | 24 | 25 | 26 | 27 | 28 ' 
Yeo | 266 | 277 | 7 | 223 | 222 Yeo | 167 173 54 192] 188 Yec [ 9 104} 113] 31 | 34 M 
Noy | 0 | O] 222) 164] 160 | Noy 0 0{ 193| 55| 53 Ney | 0 0] 29| 109] 107 
| |. 1 
24 252627 28 24 25 2627 28 24 25 2627 28 ; KEY I 
| ” ( 
ALABAMA 25 Kasem ? N HAWAII ' | 
yo san é 4 | 17 King Y ; N : . AL Inouye 2 eNYY v Record Vote For (yea). ; 
1 Boykin 7? 2? 2? ? 26 Roosevelt Y Y N Y Y IDAHO rs Paired Fer. : 
7 Elliott > 2>NY Y |. 21 Hiestand Y 2? Y NN 1 Pfost YYNYY see ctr mirigy | 
2 Grant o 222 91 22 Holt 72? Y ? N| 2 Budge YY YNN ———e _ 
9 Huddleston y y Y NN 18 Hosmer 2? 2? Y N N/ ILLINOIS x a pee , ad 
8 Jones 777972 2/4 16 Jackson °F f/f & = | 25 Gray YYNY Y 7 tg ee i 
5 Rains a a oe ae 24 Lipscomb Y Y Y NN 21 Mack YYNY Y : ope os ogee ™ 1s 
4 Roberts 7B S| 15 McDonough Y Y Y N N | 24 Price YYNY Y not announce or answer Poll. S 
6 Selden 2 2 YN N|. _20 Smith Y Y Y N N|_ 23 Shipley a ae a lé 
— nae gore | 16 Allen YYYNN 1 
ivers spina "VWs = 17 Arends 
ARIZONA . aw 2 Johnson Y ? N Y Y | 19 Chiperfield y us y N N ae = 
2 Udall 2? ?>NY YI 1 Rogers Y Y X 2? 2| 14 Hoffman ??YNN ; 
1 Rhodes YYYNN 3 Chenowethy Y N Y Y 15 Mason ? 2? Y N N| IOWA 4 
ARKANSAS CONNECTICUT | 18 Michel Y Y Y NWN 6 Coad i oe 6 
5 Alford YY YNN| 2 Bowles ? ?NY Y 20 Simpson Y Y Y NN 5 Smith YYNY/Y 3 
1 Gathings Y Y Y NN|_ 1 Daddowio y 2? N Y Y| _22 Springer YY YNN|. 2 Wolf YYNY Y ? 
4 Harris YYYYN 3 Giaimo YY N Y Y | Chicago-Cook County 3 Gross YY Y NN ' 
2 Mills YYNYY 4 Irwin YYNY YI] 12 Vacancy | 8 Hoeven YY YNN : 
6 Norrell Y Y ? NN]. AlKowalski y Y NY Y| 1 Dawson YYNY Y]. 7 Jensen , ¥ CNR ; 
3 Trimble YYNY YY] 5 Monagan 9 92? NY Y'| 5 Kluczynski 2 2 NY Y 4 Kyle YYYNN > 
CALIFORNIA | DELAWARE 7 Libonati YYNYY | 1 Schwengel YY NNN < 
7 Cohelan YYNY Y AL McDowell 279 29 N Y Y | 3 Murphy YYNYY | KANSAS 7 
14 Hagen Y Y N Y Y |. FLORIDA 6 O’Brien YYNYY 5 Breeding * ¥ MY 6 
2 Johnson yvny ¥ 2 Bennett YYNY YI 2 O’Hara YYNYY 2 George TYu dT ¥ 3 
1] McFall YYNYY 4 Fascell YYNYY 11 Pucinski YYNYY 3 Hargis 7 tu YF 2 
1 Miller (C.W.) 2 2? NY Y 7 Haley 2? YNNI/ 8 Rostenkowskin 2 N Y y| / Avery YYYNN 
8 Miller (G.P.) y y NY Y 5 Herlong ans = So 9 Yates ?YNY Y 4 Rees YY ¥ ¥ 2/8 ; 
3 Moss YYNY Y 8 Matthews y y N Y Y 13 Church Y Y YN NI ..& Smith YY YNWN 5 
29 Saund YYNYY 6Rogrs y y NY y| 10 Collier > 2 Y a ly] RENTUCKY - 
5 Shelley YYNY Y 3 Sikes YYNY Y!} 4 Derwinskkii y y yY NN 3 Burke YYNY Y : 
27 Sheppard YYNY Y 1 Cramer ? 2? Y NN INDIANA 4 Chelf 7 oo €¢ & 9 4 
12 Sisk YYNY Y GEORGIA 11 Barr 2 2 2 2 21 2 Natcher YYNY Y ° 
6 Baldwin YYYNN| 8 Blitch YYYNN|/ 3 Brademos 9 9 NY Y 7 Perkins YYNYY ° 
10 Gubser YY YNN|] 10 Brown YYYNWN 8 Denton 2 2 NY 2] 5 Spence YoNY Y 
4 Mailliard YYYNN!] 5 Davis YYYNN! 10 Harmon 22? 2 ? ? 1 Stubblefield y Y N Y Y l 
13 Teague ?7?YNN/ 4 Flynt a a ae eee 9 Hogan YYNY Y|. 6 Watts YY oe Coe - 
28 Ute YY Y NN|_ 3 Forrester y y y N N|__ | Madden 2 ?>NY Y| _8 Siler YYNY Y 
30 Wilson 7? YNNI 9 Landum y y y N N|} 5 Roush 2 2? N Y Y | LOUISIANA N 
9 Younger YY vy wom 7 Mitchell YYNYY 6 Wampler YYNY Y 2 Boggs oT 2 3 
Los Angeles County 2 Pilcher YYYNN 4 Adair 2 4 Brooks YY Y N N rd 
23 Doyle YYNY | 1 Preston | 7 Bray Se 1 Hebert MOK 
19 Holifield vl 6Vi Cee eac| fa 2f 7 es Cie aoe a 2 
YYNYY]|{ incon hy YY NN/ 2 Hallec 2? Y NN| 8 McSween vy y y NN 1 
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| T 
24 25 2627 28 24 25 26 27 28 | 24 25 2627 28 | 24 25 2627 28 
F | i 
T 
6 Morrison 2? 2? N Y Y | NEBRASKA | 7 Lennon ¥ ¥.W 36,0 6 McMillan y¥ ¥ Ve & 
5 Passman ? 2? Y NN 3 Brock YYYN N| 5 Scott Y Y Y N Ni 2 Riley 7 TVS 
7 Thompson . ct ny F 4 McGinley Y Y Y N Y|{_ 11 Whitener YYYNNI 1 Rivers ? Y NN 
3 Willis Y Y YN N|. 2 Cunningham Y Y Y N Y| 10 Jonas Y Y Y N N| SOUTH DAKOTA 
MAINE | 1 Weaver 2 2? / X X| NORTH DAKOTA 1 McGovern TVvVewe VY F 
2 Coffin ? ? N Y Y | NEVADA | AL Burdick YYNYY 2 Berry YY Y NWN 
1 Oliver YY N Y Y |. AL Baring Y Y N Y Y] AL Shore ‘¥T e NI TENNESSEE 
3 McIntire Y Y Y N N| NEW HAMPSHIRE | OHIO | «6 tes 7 eV ¥ 
MARYLAND 2 Bass ? 9? Y NWN 9 Ashley 7??? ? V | 9 Davis ? ? NN WN 
2 Brewster ? 2? NY Y{ 1 Merrow * *.-233°'3 11 Cook YY NY Y|_ 8 Everett ‘YY 7¥ Bes 
4 Fallon ? 2? N Y Y | NEW JERSEY | 20 Feighan YYNY YI. 4 Evins ¥ ¥ RTF 
6 Foley t t N Y Y |. 11 Addonizio ? 2 ee te 18 Hays ? ?NY Y | S Prester . 3 3 ¥ 
7 Friedel ? 2? N Y Y |. 14 Daniels YY NY YI. 19 Kirwan 7YNY YI 5 Leser YY Y NN 
3 Garmatz , Foy F 13 Gallagher ? 2? N Y Y]|. I7 Levering Y Y NY YY]. 7 Morray .. . eo 
1 Johnson TST 10 Rodino ? 2? N Y Y]_ 10 Moeller YYNY y | 2 Baker YYNY Y 
5 Lankford Y Y N Y Y|{_ 4 Thompson YYNY y | 6 Vacancy 1 Reese ? ? Y NWN 
MASSACHUSETTS 3 Auchincloss Y Y Y N WN 21 Vanik ??NY Y | TEXAS 
2 Boland Y YNY Yi & Gabe ? ? Y N N| 1/4 Ayres 7 2 ¥ WM 3 Beckworth YY OF ¥ 
13 Burke TT TPF ¥ 8 Canfield ? 2? N Y YY] 13 Baumbart Tr = N| 2 Brooks Y¥ FYuayY y 
4 Donohue ? 2? NY YY. 6 Dwyer TE FE 8 Betts Y Y Y N N17 Burleson a 2 A Ze 
7 Lane TY Oe T ¥ 5 FrelinghuysenY Y Y N N|. 22 Bolton ? ? Y NWN 22 Casey YYNY Y 
8 Macdonald ,; 2 6 Ye 2 Glenn ? ? Y N N| [6 Bou , oe 7 Dowdy =e £2 
12 McCormack Y Y N Y Y | 9 Osmers ? 2? Y N N| 7 Brown Y Y Y N N/_ 21 Fisher ¥TVV" & 
11 O'Neill TT RY F¥ 12 Wallbhauser Y Y Y N N| 12 Devine ? ? Y N N|_ 13 Ikard YYNY Y 
3 Philbin ? 2? NY Y| 7 Widnall Y Y Y N N| J5 Henderson 2? 2? Y NN] 20 Kilday v 2. Y 
6 Bates Y Y Y N Nj} NEW MEXICO | 2 Hess Y Y Y N N|_ 15 Kilgore YYNYY 
1 Conte Y Y N Y Y | AL Montoya ? . J 21 5 Latta Y Y Y N N|_ 19 Mahon YYNYY 
10 Curtis i ae AL Morris ef FY 4 McCulloch ? ? Y N NI 1 Patman 7.7 eye Fy 
9 Keith Y ¥ ¥ NEW YORK 23 Minsball Y Y Y N NI 11 Poage Y Y Y NN 
14 Martin Y ¥ ay 41 Dulski ? ?nNY Y 3 Schenck 27? Y NN 4 Rayburn 
5 Rogers , vay 30 O’Brien 2 ay ¥ 1 Scherer ? ? Y N NI] 18 Rogers YY??? ? 
MICHIGAN | 32 Stratton Y Y N Y Y| OKLAHOMA | 16 Rutherford YYNY Y 
7 O'Hara Y Y NY Y| 27 Barry Y Y Y N N{|_ 3 Albert YY NY Y|_ 6 Teague rave 
12 Bennett YY NY Yj 3 Becker Y Y Y N N{|_ 2 Edmondson y yY N Y Y 8 Thomas 7 YNY Y 
8 Bentley es wr yy 2 Derounian Y Y Y N N| 95 Jarman ? MY ¥ 9 Thompson Y Y N Y Y 
18 Broomfield ? Y Y NN|_ 26 Dooley ? 2? Y N N{|_ 6 Morris Y Y N Y Y| 10 Thornberry yY Y N Y Y 
10 Cederberg YY Y NWN 33 Kilburn . et J SR RI 4 Steed YYNY ? | 12 Wright YYNYY 
6 Chamberlain Y Y N Y Y 40 Miller a a a a 1 Belcher Y YYNNI 14 Young 22? 2? 2? ? 
5 Ford ? Y Y NWN 39 Ostertag Y Y Y N N| OREGON | 5 Alger YYYNWN 
9 Griffin oR Paes ¥ 42 Pillion YYYNN|I 3 Green YYNY Y UTAH 
4 Hoffman Y ¥ oY OM 34 Pirnie YY Y NN| 4 Porter YY NY YY] 2 King 7 OT F 
3 Johansen + ¥Y¥ Be 43 Goodell YYYNNI 2 Ullman ? YN Y Y 1 Dixon Y Y Y NWN 
11 Knox YY Ye 35 Riehlman ? ? Y NWN 1 Norblad Y Y Y N N! VERMONT 
2 Meader Y Y¥.¥ WN 37 Robison YV wo N| PENNSYLVANIA AL Meyer YYNYY 
Detroit-Wayne County 28 St. George Y Y Y N NI 25 Ciark ? ? N Y Y! VIRGINIA 
13 Diggs . 2 ay ¥ 36 Taber Y Y Y N N|. 21 Dent 7 ea YY Y¥ 4 Abbitt YY Y NWN 
15 Dingell 7 YN VY ¥ 31 Taylor . 2. fF x | 11 Flood ev? yr = 1 Downing YY Y NWN 
17 Griffiths YY oe eT 1 Wainwright Y Y Y N N|_ 30 Holland , o 8 y¥ ¥ 3 Gary 29 29 Y N WN 
16 Lesinski 7 FN YY Y 38 Weis ? 2? Y N N|. 28 Moorhead ? ny 2 Hardy Y Y Y NN 
1] Machrowicz Y Y N Y Y 29 Wharton 7+ T. Sn 26 Morgan Tv Sy FJ 7 Harrison 7, 2 FF Bsa 
14 Rabaut Y Y N Y Y | New York City 10 Prokop 7 2 ..¥ % 9 Jennings ¥ owe ¥ 
MINNESOTA 8 Anfuso ? 2? NY v| 19 Quigley ak ee. De 8 Smith YY YNN 
8 Blatnik Y 2? NY Y| 24 Buckley 2? 2? X Vv VJ! 14 Rhodes ¥ Fev ¥ 5 Tuck Y ¥en 
4 Karth . See 11 Celler Y es .F 15 Walter 77 Xv yy 10 Broybill YYYNN 
6 Marshall Y ¥ }2 4 7 Delaney . 2 aS se 17 Vacancy 6 Poff YY Y NWN 
3 Wier . ? eon yy 23 Gilbert ie Ss. Oe 29 Corbett Y Y N Y Y | WASHINGTON 
7 Andersen YY Y NWN 19 Farbstein 7? FanNY Y 8 Curtin YYNY Y 7 Magnuson YYNY Y 
I Quie Y Y Y N Y| 22 Healey oe Mee FX 9 Dague Y Y NY Y| 5 Horan YY Y NN 
5 Judd Y vey y 6 Holtzman ? 2? N Y YI. 12 Fenton YYNY YI 3. Vacancy 
9 Langen YY Y NN 10 Kelly ? 2? N Y YY. 27 Fulton YYNY YI 4 May YY Y NN 
2 Nelsen 7 ¥ BN 9 Keogh YY NY Y] 23 Gavin ? 2? NY YI 1 Pelly 2? Y NN 
MISSISSIPPI 13 Multer ? 2? N Y Y|. 24 Kearns ?>YNY Y 6 Telletsoe 27222? 
] Abernethy Y Y Y N N 16 Powell ? 2? X 2? J| 13 Lafore on a 2 Westland 2? 2? Y NWN 
6 Colmer ¥ ¥ ¥ BoM 14 Rooney 7 xv VT 7 Milliken Y Y Y Y Y | WEST VIRGINIA 
3 Smith Y Y Y NWN 18 Santangelo 29 27? N Y Y 16 Mumma YYNY Y 3 Bailey YYNY Y 
2 Whitten YY YNN 20 Teller 2 2?N Y Yi. 22 Saylor YYNYY 4 Hechler YYNYY 
4 Williams Y Y Y NWN 21 Zelenko 27 @nNY Y 18 Vacancy 5 Kee YYNY Y 
5 Winstead YY Y NWN 5 Bosch Y Y Y N N|. 20 Van Zandt YYNYY 6 Slack YYNY Y 
MISSOURi 12 Dorn 27 ?NY Y Philadelphia 2 Staggers ?7?NY Y 
5 Bolling YYNY Y 25 Fino ?79NY Y] 1 Barrett ?7?NY Y 1 Moore YYNY Y 
7 Brown 7 RT YT 4 Halpern ts wn YY 3 Byrne 2? 2? N Y Y |. WISCONSIN 
9 Cannon ¥ vs). 2 17 Lindsay YYNY Y] 2 Granahan ?7?>NY Y 1 Flynn 7 ?NY Y 
8 Carnahan . ¥ 2 2 -2 15 Ray ~The 5 Green 7 -uy ¥ 9 Johnson YYNY Y 
4 Randall Y ¥ wT ¥ NORTH CAROLINA 4 Nix 2? ?NY Y 2 Kastenmeier Y Y N Y Y 
6 Hull YYNY Y 9 Alexander + 2 wo 6 Toll YYNY Y 5 Reuss a oe 
10 Jones YYNY Y 3 Barden 2? ? Y N N|. RHODE ISLAND 4 Zablocki YYNY Y 
1 Karsten YYNYY 1 Bonner 2? 2? / X Xi]. 2 Fogarty ? NY Y 8 Byrnes 2? Y Y NN 
11 Moulder Y oT ¥ 4 Cooley Y Y Y N N| _1| Forand ey =F 7 Laird 72 YN G 
3 Sullivan , vt 7 6 Durhom 2? Y Y N N|. SOUTH CAROLINA 10 O’Konski YYNY Y 
2 Curtis * v 3 9 2 Fountain ? 2? Y NN Ashmore YY Y NN] 6 Van Pelt Y Y Y NN 
MONT ANA 12 Vacancy 3 Dorn YYYNWN 3 Withrou ? ? Y NN 
2 Anderson ° 929? 9 8 Kitchin ? Y Y NWN 5 Hemphill Y Y N N!|. WYOMING 
1 Metcalf ?YNY Y¥ | | AL Thomson ? ? Y NN 
i 
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CQ House Votes 29 through 33. 
(Corresponding to Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 71, 72, 73, 75, 76.) 
“Ne T 
House Completes Eighth Roll-Calil Vote on Procedural 
t+ . . M4 . ~— . > M 
Questions as Debate Continues on Depressed Areas Bill 
M. 

29. S 722. Area Redevelopment Act. Davis (D Ga.) motion to 31. S 722. McCormack (D Mass.) motiontodispense with further 
table second McCormack (D Mass.) motion to dispense with proceedings. Agreed to 237-151 (D 194-53; R 43-98), May 4, 
further proceedings and order the previous question. Tabling 1960. The President did not take a position on the motion. 
vio te rejected 152-231 (D 52-192; R 100-39), May 4, 1960. 32. S 722. McCormack (D Mass.) motion to order the previous 

1e President did not take a positiononthe motion. (See story : ; ; ; c eee : 
_ 784) question on dispensing with further proceedings. Agreed to Mi 
P 238-148 (D 197-49; R 41-99), May 4, 1960. The President P 
did not take a position on the motion. : 
30. S 722. McCormack (D Mass.) motion to order the previous 33. S 722. McCormack (D Mass.) motion to dispense with ; 
question (end debate) on dispensing with further proceedings. further proceedings. Agreed to 238-150(D 196-50;R 42-100), é 
Agreed to 235-153 (D 194-52; R 41-101), May 4, 1960. The May 4, 1960. The President did not take a position on the VW 
President did not take a position on the motion. motion. ” 
o 
1 
10 
a TOTAL DEMOCRATIC | REPUBLICAN 9 
vote No. | 29 | 30 | 31 | 32 | 33 | Voeno. | 29 | 30 | 31 | 32 | 33 | VoreNe | 29 | 30 | 31 | 32] 33 . 
Yea | 152 | 235] 237] 238| 238 Yeo |} 52) 194 — 197 | 196 Yeo T 100 44: 43) 41)! 42 MIC 

+ + + + + + - - — — + + +— 4 
Noy | 231 | 153] 151| 148] 150 Noy | 192 | 52 | 53 | 49 | 50 Nay | 39 | 101 | 98| 999} 100 Fd 
| 5 
T ] 18 
29 30 31 32 33 29 30 31 32 33) 29 30 31 32 33) KEY 10 
if . ~ 6 

ALABAMA | 25 Kasem NY Y Y Y| HAWAII sae 5 
3 Andrews 99797 21 17 King NY Y Y Y] AL Inovye oe ore bles tug = 4 
1 Boykin 9979 ? 7 26 Roosevelt N Y Y Y yY| IDAHO | Bene: CQ Poll For 3 
7 Elliott NY Y Y Y| 21 Hiestand Y NN NN 1 Pfost NY Y YY] we Record Vote Against (nay). MW 
2 Grant . & 3 2 2 22 Holt Y NNN WN! 2 Budge Y NNN N| x Poised Agnieat . 2 
9 Huddleston Y NNNWGS 18 Hosmer Y N ? N N/ ILLINOIS | — Announced Against, CQ Poll Against Det: 
8 Jones = i a, i 16 Jackson VX X X X 25 Gray 3 a a Y | ? Absent, General Pair, “Present "Did 13 
5 Rains Xxv¥wvv * 24 Lipscomb Y N NNN 27 Mack ay ¥ ¥ ¥1 not announce or answer Poll i 15 
4 Roberts xX Vv Vv V|_ 15 McDonough Y N NN N| 24 Price NY YY YI . re 17 
6 Selden Y NNN N|_ 20 Smith Y NNN N|_ 23 Shipley NYY YY 16 

ALASKA ba ya ad 16 Allen Y NNNWNOP 1 
AL Rivers wy Se ¥ FS 4 Aspina mY y YF 17 Arends YNNNWN|} 

ARIZONA 2 Johnson NY YY Y 19 Chiperfield Y NNNWN 29 30 31 32 33 pS 
2 Udall NYYYY | Rogers Xx @?VVJS Vd 14 Hoffman YNNNNI 8 
1 Rhodes YNNNWN 3 ChenowethnN Y Y Y Y 15 Mason J NNN N| IOWA 4 

ARKANSAS CONNECTICUT 18 Michel Y NNNN|. 6 Coad NYYYY 6 
5 Alford Y NNNN 2 Bowles N Y Y Y Y| 20 Simpson Y NNN NI 9 Smith es ve 3 
1 Gathings YNNNWN 1 Daddario NY Y Y Y 22 Springer YNNNW\W/. 2 Wolf NYYYY = 
4 Harris YY NY N{|_ 3Gisimo NY Y Y Y| Chicago-Cook County 3 Gross Y NNNN 1 
2 Mills NY Y Y YY] 4 Irwin NY Y Y¥ Y|_ 12 Vacancy | 8 Hoeven Y NNNN 5 
6 Norrell YNNY Y | ALKowalski N Y Y Y Y 1 Dawson NYYY Y 7 Jensen Yu NON -) 
3 Trimble NYYYY 5 Monagan NY Y Y Y 5 Kluczynski NN y y y Y| # Kyle Y NNNN ? 

CALIFORNIA | DELAWARE 7 Libonati NYYYY I Schwengel wt) N NNN MISS: 
7 Cohelan NY Y Y Y| ALMcDowlll Ny y yy y 3 Murphy Ny y Y y/| KANSAS 1 
14 Hagen NY Y Y Y| FLORIDA 6 O'Brien NY Y Y ?| 3 Breeding Ny Y Y Y 6 
2 Johnson NYYY Y] 2 Bennett NY YY Y 2 O'Hara NYYYY 2 George xr ee Fs  S 
1] McFall NYYY Y 4Faseell Noy y y y| II Pucinski Nyy y y y| 3 Hargis NYYYY 2 \ 
1 Miller (C.W.) Noy y y ¥| 7 Haley Y NNNN 8 Rostenkowskiny y y y y| / Avery Y NNNN 4) 
8 Miller (G.P.) Noy y y y| S+Herlong 7 x x xX X 9 Yates aY¥YVs vi £oe Y NNNN 5 V 
3 Moss NY Y Y Y| 8 Motthews Noy y Y y| 13 Church Y NNNN| _& Smith Y NNNN MISSC 
29 Saund NYYY Yl] 6 Rogers NYYYY 10 Collier 2 NNNN KENTUCKY 5 F 
5 Shelley N?Y YY] 3 Sikes NYYYY 4 Derwinski YNNNWN 3 Burke NYyy y 7 § 
27 Sheppard NY YY YI 1 Cramer Y NNNWN INDIANA 4 Chelf 222? ? 9 ¢ 
12 Sisk NY Y Y¥ y | GEORGIA 11 Barr NY Y Y Y¥| 2 Netcher NYY YY 8 C 
6 Baldwin YNNNNI| 8 Blitch yw oN 3 Brademas NYYYY 7 Perkins NYYYY 4 F 
10 Gubser YNNNN|_ 10 Brown vy NNN N|__ 8 Denton NY Y Y Y| 4 Spence NY YYY 6H 
4 Mailliaed YNNNN 5 Davis YNNNN 10 Harmon x YYY Y| 1 Stubblefield yy y y y i0 J 
13 Teague Y NNNN 4 Flynt YNNNN|_ 2? Hogan NY Y Y Y|_ & Watts NYYYY "TK 
28 Ute Y NNN N|_ 3 Forrester y NON NN | Madden NY YY Y| ,8 Siler NYYYY 11M 
30 Wilson Y NNN N | 9 Landrum YNNNWN 5 Roush NYYY Y LOUISIANA 35 
9 Younger YNNNN|_ Mitchell 29 9 y y Y 6 Womplee Ny Y Y Y| 2 Boggs if ey aC 

Los hageles County 2 Pilcher YNNNN 4 Adair 2? 22 2| 4 Brooks Y NNNWN Ae” 
23 Doyle | 1 Preston 7 Bray : | 1 Hebert MONT 
+B NY YY Y] Y NNNN y Bray NY YY Y| - J xX xX X 2A 

olifield NYYYY 6 Vinson = =y NNN IN| 2 Haltech Y NNN N|_ 8 McSwen vy NON ? N 1M 
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CQ House Votes 29 through 33. 


71, 72, 73, 75, 76.) 


(Corresponding to Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Nos 























ad ] ] 
29 30 31 32 33) 29 30 31 32 33) 29 30 31 32 33) 29 30 31 32 33 
- t 

6 Morrison N Y Y Y Y| NEBRASKA | 7 Lennon Y NNNWN 6 McMillan y NN NN 
5 Passman YNNNN 3 Brock Y NN Y Y! 5 Scott Y NNNWN__) 2 Riley Y NNNN 
7 Thompson a ae, a Se 4 McGinley N Y Y Y Y|_ 11 Whitener Y NNN NI 1 Rivers ? 2? NNN 
3 Willis Y NNN WN! 2 Cunningham N Y Y Y Y| 10 Jonas Y N N N N| SOUTH DAKOTA 
MAINE | 1 Weaver Jv X X X X]| NORTH DAKOTA 1 McGovern N Y Y Y Y 
2 Coffin N Y Y Y Y | NEVADA | AL Burdick uN ve ¥ y| 2 Berry Y NNNN 
1 Oliver N Y Y Y Yj. AL Baring ? Y Y ? Y| AL Sbort N N N N N)} TENNESSEE 

3 McIntire Y N N N N| NEW HAMPSHIRE OHIO 6 Bass NYYYY¥Y 
MARYLAND 2 Bass NY Y Y Y| 9 Ashley 2? ¥ 2? ¥ ?!/° 9 Davis NNNY Y 
2 Brewster NY Y Y YY] 1 Merrow 2? 2? 2? 2? 2] 11 Cook NY Y Y Y|_ 8 Everett Y NNNWN 
4 Fallon N Y Y Y Y| NEW JERSEY | 20 Feighan NY YY YI. 4 Evins NYYY Y 
6 Foley N Y Y Y Y|_ 11 Addonizio NY Y Y Y| 18 Hays N Y Y Y Y! 3 Frazier NYYYY 
7 Friedel NY Y Y Y| 14 Daniels N Y Y Y Y| 19 Kirwan NY Y Y V|_ 5 Loser Y NNNN 
3 Garmatz N Y Y Y Y| 13 Gallagher N Y Y Y Y|_ 17 Levering NY Y Y Y] 7 Murray Y NNNWN 
+ Joineos N Y Y Y Y]}. 10 Rodino N Y Y Y Y|. 10 Moeller ok ae 2 Baker NYYY Y 
5 Lankford N Y Y Y Y|{ 4 Thompson NY Y Y Y{| 6 Vacancy 1 Reece Y NNNWN 
MASSACHUSETTS 3 Auchincloss Y N N N Nj 21 Vanik Nn ¥Y ¥ ¥Y Vi Tees 

> Boland NYYY Y 1 Cabill Y NNN WN 164 Ayres a. = oe 3 Beckwortth yyy y y y 
13 Burke _ a we 8 Canfield nm ¥Y VY ¥i 13 Baumbart . = = oe we 2 Brooks NYYY Y 
4 Donohue a ey 6 Dwyer NY Y Y Y| §& Betts Y NNN WN 17 Burleson 9 9 9 2 2 
7 Lone NY YY Y|] 5 FrelinghuysenY IN N N NI 22 Bolton Y N NN N/ 22 Casey NYYYY 
8 Macdonald uv vs FY Y 2 Glenn Y NNNWN 16 Bou Y NNN Ni 7 Dowdy 6.4 6 4 
12 McCormack N Y Y Y Y| 9 Osmers YNNNWN_ 7 Brown Y NNN N_/ 2] Fisher Y NNNWN 
11 O'Neill NY Y Y Y]| 12 Wallbauser Y N NN N| 12 Devine Y NNN N/_ 13 Ikard NYYYY 
3 Philbin NY Y Y Y]. 7 Widnall Y NN NN) J5 Henderson Y N NN NI 20 Kilday NY YY Y 
6 Bates Y NN Y Y| NEW MEXICO | 2 Hess Y NNN Nj 15 Kilgore NYYY Y 
1 Conte NY Y Y Y| AL Montoya KF. ¢ 2 2 5 Latta Y N Y N N|_ 19 Mahon NYYY Y 
10 Curtis Y N N WN N | AL Morris zg 27 3 4 McCulloch YY NN NI 1 Patman NYYY Y 
9 Keith Y NN Y Y| NEW YORK | 23 Minsball Y N NN N/_ 11 Poage Y NNNWN 
14 Martin NY Y Y Y]. 41 Dulski as ¥ Ti 3 Schenck YNNNWN. 4 Rayburn 

5 Rogers NY Y Y Y| 30 O’Brien NY Y Y Y| _1I Scherer Y N NN NI _ 18 Rogers 222??? 
MICHIGAN 32 Stratton NY Y Y Y| OKLAHOMA 16 Rutherford Wy y y y y 
7 O'Hara N Y Y Y Y]|.= 27 Barry Y NNNWN|__ 3 Albert N Y Y Y Y] 6 Teague a fl eta ae 
12 Bennett uN ¥Y ¥ ¥ ¥ 3 Becker Y NN NN 2 Edmondson N Y Y Y Y!|_— 8 Thomas NYYY Y 
8 Bentley NY Y Y Y¥| 2 Derounian Y NNN N|_ 95 Jarman NY Y Y Y| 9 Thompson Hy y y y 
18 Broomfield a J fa moe) 26 Dooley Y N NWN N| 6 Morris 2 ee i Y | 10 Thornberry uyvyry¥¥ Y¥ 
10 Cederberg Y N NN N| 33 Kilburn JX X X X]_ 4 Steed ? Y Y Y Yj 12 Wright NY YY Y 
6 Chamberlain N Y Y Y Y 40 Miller f HEX SE 1 Belcher Y NNNWN 14 Young - = Se eS 
5 Ford Y N YN N|_ 39 Ostertag Y N NN Ni OREGON | 5 Alger Y NNNWN 
9 Griffin mM ¥ ET YX 2 Pillion Y NN NN 3 Green N Y Y Y Y| UTAH 

4 Hoffman Y NNNN|_ 34 Pirnie YNNNQN| 4 Porter a a i se ee ee ee 
3 Johansen Y NNNN|. 43 Goodell Y NNWNWN/ 2 Ullman NY Y Y Y| 1 Dixon Y NNNWN 
11 Knox N Y Y Y Y]|. 35 Rieblman YNNNWN_ 1 Norblad Y N NN N| VERMONT 

2 Meader Y N N N N 37 Robison Y N N N N} PENNSYLVANIA AL Meyer N Y Y Y Y 
Detroit-Wayne County 28 St. George Y N N N N/ 25 Clark mY Y Y Y| VIRGINIA 

13 Diggs SY VF 36 Taber Y N N N N21 Dent sy VY Fi 4 Abbitt Y NNNWN 
15 Dingell » ee a ee 31 Taylor a Se ee 11 Flood mo ¥ FE 1 Downing Y NNNWN 
17. Griffiths NY YY Y 1 Wainwright Y N N N N30 Holland a. Ss =. 3 Gary Y NNNWN 
16 Lesinski i fe a cae 3 38 Weis Y N N N N28 Moorhead i a oe ae 2 Hardy YNNNWN 
1] Machrowicz N Y Y Y Y 29 Wharton Y N N N Nj. 26 Morgan a Ss eS Ss 7 Harrison Y NX NWN 
14 Rabaut N Y Y Y Y| New York City 10 Prokop wy ye F 9 Jennings oe ee 
MINNESOTA 8 Anfuso NY Y¥ Y Y| 19 Quigley NY Y Y Yj 8 Smith Y NNNN 
8 Blatnik NY Y Y Y| 24 Buckley x J Vv Vv v|_ 14 Rhodes NY Y Y Y¥| 5 Tuck Y NNNN 
4 Karth NY Y Y Y| 11 Celler N Y Y ? ?]| 15 Walter xX ¥ ov Vi 10 Broybill Y NNWNWN 
6 Marshall 222? ? 7 Delaney NY Y Y Y|. 17 Vacancy 6 Poff Y NNNWN 
3 Wier NY YY Y 23 Gilbert Jo J ¥ J 29 Corbett N Y Y Y YY] WASHINGTON 

7 Andersen YYyYyY_ Y 19 Farbstein w¥yYvyYy ¥i 8 Curtin ss ef ee 7 Magnuson Ny y y Y 
1 Quie NY Y Y Y 22 Healey NY YY YI! 9 Dague neh eS Horan Y NNNwWN 
5 Judd NY YYY 6 Holtzman a ee ae 12 Fenton “ses 3 Vacancy 

9 Langen Y NNNN 10 Kelly N Y Y Y Y| 27 Fulton at ye 4 May YNNNN 
2 Nelsen YNNNWN 9 Keogh N Y Y Y Y|. 23 Gavin me oT Se 1 Pelly YNNWNWN 
MISSISSIPPI 13 Multer NY Y Y Y| 24 Kearns ay YY 6 Tollefson >» NY NN 
1 Abernethy Y NNNWN 16 Powell ? vf 2 Jo J! «83 lelor ‘a 2 a fe 2 Westland Y NNWNWN 
6. Colmer Y NNNN 14 Rooney te ae oe 7 Milliken N Y Y Y Y| WEST VIRGINIA 

3 Smith Y NNNWN 18 Santangelo NY Y Y Y 16 Mumma _* se Me 3 Bailey NY YY Y 
2 Whirten YNNNWN 20 Teller ar vos YY 22 Saylor ay Ty FY F 4 Hechler NYYY Y 
4 Williams YNNNWN 21 Zelenko Ss ee 18 Vacancy 5 Kee NY YY Y 
5 Winstead Y NNNN 5 Bosch Y NNN Ni 20 Van Zandt “MT VT VF 6 Slack NYYY Y 
MISSOURI 12 Dorn N Y Y Y Y|. Philadelphia 2 Staggers NY YY Y 
5 Bolling uve YY 25 Fino ae yy FF 1 Barrett we ry ¥ 1 Moore NY YY Y 
7 Brown ner y ¥ 4 Halpern a ae ee 3 Byrne N Y Y Y Y |. WISCONSIN 

9 Cannon , =: 2 Ff 2 17 Lindsay NY YY Y 2 Granahan ee ee 1 Flynn NYYY Y 
8 Carnahan ; + nee 15 Ray Y NNN WN 5 Green ie te a 9 Johnson a a a a 
4 Randall ny F Sy NORTH CAROLINA 4 Nix mS yy ¥ 2 Kastenmeier yy y y y y 
6 Hull Bt sy Fy 9 Alexander ?7?9 7? ? 6 Toll ny TY ¥ 5 Reuss NY YY Y 
i0 Jones wy? ¥ ¥ 3 Barden Y N NN ?|_ RHODE ISLAND 4 Zablocki NYYYY 
1 Karsten i eh Ae, ee 1 Bonner "ao a & a 2 Fogarty nyo YF 8 Byrnes Y NNNN 
11 Moulder a ee le ee 4 Cooley Y NNNWN 1 Forand we 2S Fy 7 Laird Y NNNN 
3 Sullivan Sa ae ee & Durhem Y N N ? WN SOUTH CAROLINA 10 O’Konski NY YY Y 
2 Curtis a ae, ae 2 Fountain Y NNNN 4 Ashmore Y NNNN 6 VanPelt y NNNWN 
MONTANA 12 Vacancy 3 Dorn Y NNNN 3 Withrow 229 2 N 
2 Anderson ?77?2 2? 8 Kitchin Y NNNWN 5 Hemphill Y NNN NI WYOMING ek oo 

1 Metcalf NY YY Y | AL Thomson y NON NN 

Democrats in this type; Republicans in Italics 
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CQ House Votes 34 through 37. 


(Corresponding to Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 77, 78, 79, 81.) 


House Passes Depressed Areas Bill on 11th Roll-Call Vote; 


Votes $39,337,867,000 for Defense Department in Fiscal 196] 


34. 


» & 722, 


S 722. Area Redevelopment Act. Halleck (R Ind.) question of 
whether the House would consider the bill, Agreed to 221-171 
(D 193-58; R 28-113), May 4, 1960. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote 
supporting the President’s position. (See story p. 784) 


McDonough (R Calif.) motion to recommit the bill to 
Rejected 162-223 


the Banking and Currency Committee. 
A ‘‘yea’"’ was a vote 


(D 47-200; R 115-23), May 4, 1960. 
supporting the President’s position. 


36. 


37. 


S 722. Passage of the bill, authorizing $251 million in federal 
loans and grants to chronically depressed industrial and 
rural areas. Passed 202-184 (D 179-69; R 23-115), May 4, 
1960. A ‘‘nay’’ wasa vote supporting the President’s position. 


HR 11998. Appropriate $39,337,867,000 for the Department 
of Defense for fiscal 1961. Passed 377-3(D 237-3; R 140-0), 
May 5, 1960. The President did not take a position on the 
bill. (See story p. 785) 



















































































TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. | 34 | 35 36 | 37 | Vere wo. | 34 35 | 36 | 37 Voreno. | 34 | 35 | 36 | 37 t 7 
Yeo | 221 162 | 202 | 377 | 1 Yeo 193 47 | 179 | 237 Yeo | 28 | 115 23 | 140 | ] 
wey | 171 | 223 | 184] 3] wey | 58 | 200| 69 | 3 wey | 113] 23] 115| 0 | 
3435 3637 3435 3637 3435 3637 KEY 
ALABAMA 25 Kasem yy uw Y ¥ HAWAII 
3 Andrews 222? 17 King Y NY Y | AL Inouye YNYY i. 
1 Boykin 722? 26 Roosevelt Y N Y Y | IDAHO  Aaneunced Fer, CQ Poll Fer 
7 Elliott ¥ Mv ¥ | 2i Hiestand NYWN Y 1 Pfost TN YY FT 50 Resend Wale Aemient aan? 
2 Grant eee | 22 Holt “a ¥Y NY 2 Budge ol Me ee | X Paired eg is 
9 Huddleston oy FY 18 Hosmer NY N Y_ | ILLINOIS — Announced Against, CQ Poll Against 
8 Jones oy F 16 Jackson XV XxX? | 25 Gray YRY ¥ ? Absent General Pair “Present " Did 
5 Rains Bod 9 24 Lipscomb N Y N Y |) 21 Mack T MY  eHemeaeuen ta 
4 Roberts /f Xv 15 McDonough N Y N Y | 24 Price YT uy ¥ : 
6 Selden NNNY 20 Smith NY NY | 23 Shipley YNYY 
ALASKA COLORADO | 16 Allen NY N Y 
AL Rivers YNYY 4 Aspinll Y N Y Y | _ 17 Arends NY NY 3435 3637 
ARIZONA 2 Johnson * Bm i 19 Chiperfield N Y N Y 
2 Udall YNY Y 1 Rogers J X ¥ 2 | 14 Hoffman NY NY 
1 Rhodes as Wey - ys 3 Chenoweth N Y N Y | _ 15 Mason N / X ? | IOWA 
ARKANSAS | CONNECTICUT 18 Michel N Y N ? 6 Coad v MY FS 
Alford aw yy | 2 Bowles = SY Fy 20 Simpson NY N Y 5 Smith , ey FT 
1 Gathings a ae 1 Daddario Y N Y Y | _— 22 Springer NY NY 2 Wolf + oe 
4 Harris NY WY | 3 Giaimo Y N Y Y_ |. Chicago-Cook County 3 Gross NY NY 
2 Mills NNNY | 4 Irwin a, . el 12 Vacancy | 8 Hoeven NY NY 
6 Norrell NY N Y |. ALKowalski Y NY Y 1 Dawson Y NY Y|.= 7 Jensen NY NY 
3 Trimble Tm yy YU Monagan ¥ =.Y ¥ 5 Klueczynski ¥ weer ¥ 4 Kyle +> 
CALIFORNIA | DELAWARE 7 Libonati Y NY Y | _1 Schwengel NY NY 
7 Cohelan YN Y Y | AL McDowell ¥ a YY F 3 Murphy Y N Y Y | KANSAS 
14 Hagen Y MH.Y | FLORIDA 6 O’Brien ¥T Boy ¥ 5 Breeding YNY Y 
2 Johnson YuY ¥ | 2 Bennett YYNY 2 O'Hara Y N Y Y |. 2 George ¥ NY ¥ 
1] McFall YT = YT F 4 Fascell Tu YY FT 11 Pucinski oe 3 Hargis + YY F 
1 Miller (C.W.) Ym@ey ¥ } 7 Haley NY N Y 8 Rostenkowski Y N Y Y | 1 Avery NY NY 
8 Miller (G.P.) Y NY Y | 5 Herlong i vane 2 9 Yates ¥YMVY¥i ¢ Bees NY NY 
3 Moss ¥ BY ¥ 8 Matthews ¥¥uaY 13 Church N Y N Y | 6 Smith NYNY 
29 Saund TRY Y 6 Rogers NY NY 10 Collier N Y N Y | KENTUCKY 
5 Shelley YM YY 4 3 Sikes NY NY 4 Derwinski N Y N Y |. 3 Burke YNY Y 
27 Sheppard + -— S 4 1 Cramer NY NY INDIANA | 4 Chelf ?° 99 9? 
12 Sisk Y N Y Y_ | GEORGIA 11 Barr Y N Y Y |. 2 Natcher YNY Y 
6 Baldwin NY NY | 8 Blitch NY NY 3 Brademas Y NY YY. 7 Perkins YNY Y 
10 Gubser NYNY |] 10 Brown NYNY 8 Denton Y N Y YY! 5 Spence YNYY 
4 Mailliard NYNY | 5 Davis NY NY | 10 Harmon Y N Y N|_ 1 Stubblefield YNY Y 
13 Teague NY NY | — 4 Flynt NNNY | 9 Hogan Y NY Y|_ 6 Watts ‘uy 2 
28 Utt NY NY | 3 Forrester NYNY | 1 Madden YN Y Y|_ 8 Siler YNY Y 
30 Wilson NYNY | 9 Landrum NYNY | 5 Roush Y N Y Y | LOUISIANA 
9 Younger NYNY | 7 Mitchell YNYY | 6 Wampler YNY Y 2 Boggs YNY ? 
Los Angeles County 2 Pilcher NNNY 4 Adair 777 Y 4 Brooks NNN Y 
23 Doyle YNYY | 1 Preston NYNY 7 Bray YNY Y 1 Hebert N ? ? ? 
19 Holifield YNYY | 6 Vinson NJVxX Y | 2 Halleck NY NY 8 McSween NY N ? 
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Democrats in this type; Republicans in Italics 
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CQ House Votes 34 through 37. 
(Corresponding to Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 77, 78, 79, 81.) 
| 7 
3435 3637 3435 3637 | 3435 3637 | 3435 3637 
~ 
6 Morrison es ow FT NEBRASKA 7 Lennon NY NY | 6 McMillan NY N Y¥ 
5 Passman NNNY 3 Brock NNN Y | (5 Scott NY NY |. 2 Riley NY NY 
7 Thompson Y NY Y |. 4 McGinley Y NN Y |. 11 Whitener NNN Y | __ 1 Rivers NY NY 
3 Willis NNN Y |. 2 Cunningham N Y N Y | 10 Jonas NY NY SOUTH DAKOTA 
MAINE | 1 Weaver wv x | NORTH DAKOTA 1 McGovern YNY Y 
2 Coffin a NEVADA | AL Burdick Y NY Y |. 2 Berry NY NY 
1 Oliver Tey ¥ | AL Baring YN Y Y | AL Short N Y N Y | TENNESSEE 
3 McIntire N Y N Y_ | NEW HAMPSHIRE | OHIO 6 Bass ¥ HY Y¥ 
MARYLAND | 2 Bass NY NY 9 Ashley ?X 2? Y | 9 Davis YuvyY 
2 Brewster Y wae Fe 4 1 Merrou ? v¥ =? 11 Cook + aT YT i 8 Everett N Y N Y 
4 Fallon Y NY Y_ | NEW JERSEY | 20 Feighan Y NYY | 4 Evins Y NYY 
6 Foley Y NY Y | I) Addonizico Y NY Y | 18 Hays Y NY Y | 3 Frazier YNYY 
7 Friedel Y NY Y | 14 Daniels Y NY Y |. 19 Kirwan YNY Y 5 Loser N ? N ? 
3 Garmatz Y N Y Y_ | 13 Gallagher Y NY Y | 17 Levering Y NY Y |. 7 Morray NY NY 
1 Johnson VY RY 10 Rodino Y N Y Y | 10 Moeller Yay 4 2 Baker Tw. YY 
5 Lankford Tuyvy 4 Thompson Y NY Y | _ 6 Vacancy Reece NY NY 
MASSACHUSETTS 3 Auchincloss N / X Y | 21 Vanik YNYY | TEXAS 
2 Boland YNY Y 1 Cabill NY NY 14 Ayres Y Y N ? | 3 Beckworth ra * ¥ 
13 Burke Y NY Y |. 8 Canfield Tuy Y¥ 13 Baumbart NN Y Y |. 2 Brooks YNY Y 
4 Donohue YNY Y | 6 Dwyer ¥ ¥N'Y 8 Betts NY N Y | 17 Burleson 2? 2 7 
7 Lane Y NY Y | 5 Frelinghuysen N Y N Y 22 Bolton NNY Y 22 Casey YYNY 
8 Macdonald T eS Y 9 | 2 Glenn NY NY | 16 Bow NYNY | 7 Dowdy 2? 2 2? ? 
12 McCormack YNY Y | 9 Osmers NY NY | 7 Brown NY NY | 21 Fisher NY N Y 
11 O'Neill Y N Y Y | 12 Wallbauser NY N Y |. 12 Devine N Y N Y |. 13 Ikard YV¥ ww Y¥ 
3 Philbin Y NY Y |. 7 Widnall NY N Y |. J5 Henderson NY N Y |. 20 Kildey YYunuy 
6 Bates N Y N Y |. NEW MEXICO | 2 Hess N / X Y | _ 15 Kilgore YT V¥ wy 
1 Conte Y Y N Y_ |. AL Montoya 732 2} | 5 Latta NY NY 19 Mahon a. eS 
10 Curtis NY N YY |. AL Morris 7X? ? 4 McCulloch NYNY | 1 Patman a i ae 
9 Keith N Y N Y_ | NEW YORK | 23 Minsball N Y N Y |. 11 Poage NNNY 
14 Martin 27x / 3? | 41 Dulski YNY Y 3 Schenck NYNY 4 Rayburn 
5 Rogers YNY Y 30 O’Brien YNYY |] 1 Scherer N Y N Y_ | _ 18 Rogers oe ae Te 
MICHIGAN | 32 Stratton Y NY Y | OKLAHOMA 16 Rutherford oY Y N Y 
7 O'Hara Ta YY ¥ 27 Barry NYNY |] 3 Albert YNY Y 6 Teague 22? ? 
12 Bennett YNY Y 3 Becker N Y N Y |. 2 Edmondson YNY Y 8 Thomas Tar ¥ 
8 Bentley +; =. 2 Derounian NY N Y | 5 Jarman YYNY 9 Thompson YnNY ¥ 
18 Broomfield NY NY 26 Dooley X YN Y 6 Morris YNY Y 10 Thornberry +a Y F 
10 Cederberg NY NY 33 Kilburn a a ae 4 Steed YNY Y 12 Wright , Ty 0 
6 Chamberlain TUT ¥ 40 Miller xf 2 OY 1 Belcher N Y N Y 14 Young ee 2 
Ford NY N Y 39 Ostertag NY N Y OREGON 5 Alger N Y N Y 
> Griffin NY NY 42 Pillion NYNY 3 Green YNY Y UTAH 
4 Hoffmar NY NY 34 Pirnie NY NY |. 4 Porter Y wr ¥ 2 King Y ey ¥ 
3 Johansen NYNY 43 Goodell NY N Y |. 2 Ullman YNY Y 1 Dixon NY NY 
11 Knox NY N Y 35 Riehlman NY NY | 1 Norblad NY N Y VERMONT 
2 Meader NY NY 37 Robison N Y N Y_ | PENNSYLVANIA AL Meyer 7 ee  ¥ 
Detroit-Wayne County 28 St, George N Y N Y_ |. 25 Clark YNY Y VIRGINIA 
13 Diggs YNY Y 36 Taber NY N Y 21 Dent YNY Y 4 Abbitt NY N Y 
15 Dingell  - ¥. ¥ 31 Taylor [ws = 2 11 Flood YN Y Y 1 Downing NNN Y 
17 Griffiths TY wT YT 1 Wainwright N Y N ? 30 Holland YNY Y 3 Gary NNN Y 
16 Lesinski YNYY 38 Weis NY NY 28 Moorhead YNY Y 2 Hardy NNN Y 
1 Machrowicz YuYyY ¥ 29 Wharton NY NY 26 Morgan YNY Y 7 Harrison NNN Y 
14 Rabaut YNYY New York City 10 Prokop YNYY 9 Jennings YuY ¥ 
MINNESOTA 8 Anfuso YNYY 19 Quigley YNYY 8 Smith NNNY 
| 8 Blatnik YNY Y 24 Buckley J tis 14 Rhodes YNY Y 5 Tuck NY NY 
) 4 Karth YNYY 11 Celler YN Y ? 15 Walter J/xXv 9 10 Broyhill NY NY 
| 6 Marshall ? 2? 2? 3 7 Delaney yr ey + 17 Schneebelit t Y 6 Poff NY NY 
3 Wier YNY Y 23 Gilbert J 3 Sf 9 29 Corbett YNY Y WASHINGTON 
| 7 Andersen NY NY 19 Farbstein YNY Y 8 Curtin YNY Y Magnuson Te vy V 
1 Quie NY NY 22 Healey TM ¥ 9 Dague YY ¥RY¥ 5 Horan NY NY 
5 Judd NY NY 6 Holtzman YNY Y 12 Fenton YNY Y 3 Vacancy 
9 Langen NY NY 10 Kelly YNY Y 27 Fulton YNY Y 4 May “YM FY 
2 Nelsen NY NY 9 Keogh Y uy ¥ 23 Gavin "Es ¥ 1 Pelly a ¥Y MY 
MISSISSIPPI 13 Multer YNY Y 24 Kearns YNYY 6 Tollefson NN Y Y 
1 Abernethy NY NY 16 Powell i + _ 4 13 Lafore a s 2 Westland NY NY 
6 Colmer N YN ? 14 Rooney ff = @ 7 Milliken YYNY WEST VIRGINIA 
3 Smith NNN Y 18 Santangelo YNY Y 16 Mumma YYNY 3 Bailey Y FY Y 
2 Whitten NY NY 20 Teller YN Y 2? |. 22 Saylor YNY Y 4 Hechler YN Y N 
4 Williams N YN Y 21 Zelenko Y NY ? 18 Elliott f Y 5 Kee Tey 
5 Winstead NY N Y 5 Bosch NYNY 20 Van Zandt YNY Y 6 Slack Yuy ¥ 
MISSOURI 12 Dorn YNY Y Philadelphia 2 Staggers Tw YT Y 
5 Bolling YNY ? 25 Fino YNYY 1 Barrett YNY Y 1 Moore YNY Y 
7 Brown YNY Y 4 Halpern Y hy ¥ 3 Byrne Yu gy Y WISCONSIN 
9 Cannon 97 ¥ 17 Lindsay YYNY 2 Granahan YNY Y 1 Flynn at i ae 
8 Carnahan +x wv ? 15 Ray N Y N Y 5 een + wy 9 Johnson 7 @ YY ¥ 
4 Randall Tw yy ¥ NORTH CAROLINA 4 Nix , a oo ae 2 Kastenmeier YNY Y 
6 Hull YYNY 9 Alexander ? 2? 2? 6 Toll Tw TY 5 Reuss YNY Y 
10 Jones YNNY 3 Barden N Y N ? RHODE ISLAND 4 Zablocki YNY Y 
1 Karsten YNY Y 1 Bonner Xv 2.9 Fogarty Tm EF 8 Byrnes N Y N Y 
11 Moulder YNY Y 4 Cooley NY NY 1 Forand ? tv 2 7 Laird NY NY 
3 Sullivan YT mY YZ 6 Durhem NY NY SOUTH CAROLINA 10 O’Konski YN Y Y 
2 Curtis N YN Y 2 Fountain NNN Y 4 Ashmore NY N Y 6 Van Pelt N Y N ? 
MONT ANA 12 Vacancy 3 Dorn NNN Y 3 Withrow N Y N ? 
2 Anderson 2 a 8 Kitchin NY NY 5S Hemphill aT HY WYOMING 
1 Metcalf YN Y Y NY NY AL Thomson NY NY 
tSworn in May 5, 196 Democrats in this type; Republicans in Italics 
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CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY 


The Week In Congress 





" The Administration this week sent to Congress its long 
Health Benefits delayed health insurance program for the aged and sup- 


porters of the Forand bill got ready for what promises to be one of the hottest politi- 
cal fights of the year. Two Congressional Quarterly Fact Sheets compare the benefits 
in both proposals and describe the fierce lobbying campaign now in progress on Capi- 
tol Hill. Four Democratic Presidential hopefuls have endorsed the Forand bill or va- 
riants of it, while the President has indicated he would probably veto it in its current 
form. The outcome could have a big impact on'the 1960 elections. (Page 793-99) 


Politics and Primaries 


Results of Congressional and Presidential primaries 
in Alabama, the District of Columbia, Florida, Indiana 
and Qhio are covered in this issue of Congressional 
Quarterly, along with a story describing the outlook 
in the forthcoming Maryland primaries...a special 
story summarizes recent statements by a number of 
religious groups on the Catholic issue in the Presi- 
dential election...the political section also contains 
a roundup of state developments.... (Page 788-92) 


Floor Action 


The Democratic depressed-areas bill, brought tothe 
floor under the rarely used Calendar Wednesday pro- 
cedure, was passed after 11 House roll-call votes... 
the Senate completed action on the mutual security 
authorization and the space funds bills and sent to 
Committee a resolution calling for an investigation 
of Rep. Adam C, Powell...the House passed a helium 
bill and completed action on Department of Defense 
appropriations for fiscal 1961.... (Page 781-86) 


President’s Program 


President Eisenhower this week was busy with 
speeches and public statements urging Congress to 
get busier on his 1960 legislative requests. Anticipat- 
ing trouble, he reminded one GOP leader of the vote 
he would need to sustain possible vetoes. He called 
for holding the line against irresponsible federal 
spending, no cuts in his mutual security requests and 
action on a long list of requests on which Congress 
still has to vote. (Page 787) 





Roll-Call Votes 


SENATE: Mutual security, page 816-18; 
NASA, Commerce funds, Powell investigation, 
page 819. 

HOUSE: Old soldiers’ home, captive na- 
tions, page 820; depressed areas, page 820-24; 
defense funds, page 824. 














New House Members 


Two new,GOP Members of the House, Her- 
man TT. Schneebeli and Douglas H. Elliott, 
were sworn in May 5 in brief ceremonies. 
They were elected April 26 to fill vacancies in 
Pennsylvania’s 17th and 18th Congressional Dis - 
tricts. Their election brought the membership 
of the House to 280 Democrats, 153 Republicans 
and four vacancies, (Page 787) 











Around the Capitol 


The Supreme Court ruled farm cooperatives were 
subject to some provisions of the Clayton and Sherman 
Antitrust Acts....a federal appeals court refused to 
enjoin picketing by a maritime union against an 
Egyptian ship, and the union activity continued despite 
pleas from the Government that it was damaging U.S, 
relations with the United Arab Republic....the trial 
of Teamster President James R, Hoffa was post- 
poned....Six Democrats from the Senate Committee 
on Unemployment Problems introduced an anti- 
recession bill calling for $3 billion in federal spend- 
ing if unemployment rose for six months.... (Page 
787, 815) 


In the Committees 


The House Legislative Oversight Subcommittee 
wound up its hearings on payola, but the Senate 
Antitrust and Monopoly Subcommittee remained 
embroiled in the drug price controversy....a wheat 
bill, a program of subsidies for small lead and 
zinc producers, and a measure completing Hawaii’s 
transition to statehood were all reported....the 
Senate Small Business Committee reported on the 
Small Business Investment Act and recommended 
changes....and the controversies surrounding Presi- 
dential appointments to and Congressional investi- 
gations of federal regulatory agencies continued. 
(Page 802-806) 


Week ending May 6, 1960 
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